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UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY

REGION 10
1200 Sixth Avenue! Suite 900

Seattle! WA 98101-3140

OFFICE OF
COMPLIANCE AND ENFORCEMENT

APR 142011
Reply To: OCE-133

CERTIFIED MAIL— 7008 0150 0000 8075 9985
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

WARNING LETTER

Ed Armstrong. Ferrous/Maintenance Manager
Seattle Iron & Metals Corp.
601 South Myrde Street
Seattle, Washington 98108

Re: December 2,2010, NPDES Compliance Inspection
NPDES Permit Number WAOO3 1968

Dear Mr. Armstrong:

On behalf of the United States Environmental Protection Agency (EPA), I would like to

express my appreciation for your time and cooperation during the December 2,2010, National

Pollutant Discharge Elimination System (NPDES) inspection. The purpose of the inspection was

to gather information regarding your operation a a part of an overall and ongoing evaluation of

the compliance status of your facility with the NPDES Permit No. WAOO3 1968 (Permit).

Part S1.B of the Permit states that “beginning on the effective date of this permit and

lasting through the expiration date, the Permittee is authorized to discharge storm water

discharges at the permitted location During the walkthrough portion of the inspection, the

inspector noted that the docks and adjacent paved areas at your facility slope toward the

Duwamish River instead of toward the industrial working area that discharges storm water

through the permitted location. The inspector did not observe a discharge from the dock or

adjacent paved areas at the time of the inspection, however, a direct discharge from these areas to

the Duwamish River is a violation of Part S1.B of the Permit.

Although EPA exercises every precaution to ensure accurate inspection findings, we do

not want to dismiss the possibility that the inspector may have failed to observe other areas of

noncompliance. It is EPA’s goal to ensure NPDES facilities comply fully with their permits,

however, the ultimate responsibility rests with the facility. As such, I want to strongly encourage

your facility to continue its efforts to maintain full knowledge of the Permit requirements and to

take appropriate measures to ensure compliance.
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Please do not hesitate to contact us
any questions1 please call Joe Roberto at 2

with any questions regarding this letter. If you have
06-553-1669

Sincerely,

cc: Kevin Fitzpatrick, Ecology
Ellen Stewart, Seattle Public Utilities

J.•
-

Kimberly A. Ogle, Manager
NPDES Compliance Unit

SENDER: COMPLETE THIS SECTION

• Complete items 1, 2, and 3. Also completeitem 4 if Restricted Delivery is desired.• Print your name and address on the reverseso That we can return the card to you.• Attach this card to the back of The mailplqce,or on the front if space pecmfts. (U L—
I. Article Addressed to:

Ed Armstrong

1

B. i4ived by (Printed Name) C. Date of Deliveryc,1 4’hQv ; C 3 àv’-fl-S ‘‘ / 1

Seattle Iron & Metals Corp.
601 South Myrtle Street
Seattle, Washington 90108
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601 South Myrtle Street
Seattle, WashingtOn 98108
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2. Warning Letter*

C

Case Name: Seattle Iron and Metals Corn.

City/State: Sca1tIeWAshiugton

CONCURRENCES

Title: Compliance Officer ORC Attorney (only FIFRA)

Name: Joe Roberto

Initials:

Date: //‘

If document is included, check YES. If not, check NO and explain.

YES NO

Document for signature/concurrence

Communication plan

Is facility located in 1ndia..Country and/or a
Indian tribe)? D YES ‘NO

cc S7Ye and 41cc

Tribal Facility (i.e., owned or controlled by a federally recognized

If YES, fill out and attach Addendum A: Facilities within hdian Country and Tribal Facilities.

RETURN package to COMPLIANCE OFFICER for mailing.

* For documents to be signed by an OCE manager, attach a completed OCE Correspondence Action Request
this checklist.

to

VD

/0

Version: November 16,2010
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UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY

REGION 10
1200 Sixth Avenue, Suite 900

Seattle, WA 98101-3140

CERTIFIED MAIL — 7009 1410 0002 1489 0336
RETURN RECEIPT REOUESTED

WARNING LETTER

Alan P. SideIl
Seattle hon and Metals Corporation
601 South Myrtle Street
Seattle, WA 98108

Re: April 29 and May 11, 2010, NPDES Compliance Inspections
NPDES Permit Number WAOO3 1968

Dear Mr. Sidell:

On April 29 and May 11, 2010, the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (EPA)
inspected your scrap metal operation at 601 South Myrtle in Seattle, Washington, to determine
its compliance with the requirements of the Clean Water Act (CWA) and the National Pollutant
Discharge Elimination System (NPDES) permit that applies to this site, Washington State
Industrial Storm Water General Permit Number WAOO3 1968 (the Permit). I would like to
express my appreciation for the time and cooperation of the Seattle hon and Metals staff during
the inspection. I would also like to express my condolences for the untimely loss of Mr. Eric
Paul.

There are areas of concern regarding Seattle hon and Metals Corporation’s compliance
with the Permit:

1. Section S2.B of the Permit states “Sampling and analytical methods used to meet
the monitoring requirements specified in this permit must conform to the latest
revision of the Guidelines Establishing Test Procedures for the Analysis of
Pollutants contained in 40 C.F.R. Part 136.”

To be considered accurate and representative for the NPDES program, pH
monitoring must be conducted according to test procedures approved under the
Code of Federal Regulations (40 C.F.R. Part 136.3 Table 11-Required containers,
preservation techniques, and holding times). This part of the Code of Federal
Regulations specifies that pH must be analyzed immediately, interpreted to mean
within 15 minutes of sample collection. This typically means measuring pH on-
site.

I, -I I
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During the April 29th inspection, Eric Paul told the inspectors were told that
samples of the discharge are sent to a local laboratory for analysis. This practice
appears to violate the above holding time requirements for pH monitoring.

2. A review of the discharge monitoring reports submitted by Seattle hon and
Metals Corporation to the Washington State Department of Ecology (Ecology)
between December 2007 and February 2010 found 66 exceedances of the effluent
limits listed in Section S1.B of the Permit. These exceedances are listed in the
attachment.

During the May 11 inspection, the EPA inspectors took four sediment samples. The
samples were of material accumulated in two roof drains, the catch basin in the employee
parking lot, and a catch basin on the south side of South Myrtle Street adjacent to the facility
entrance. Split samples were taken by Seattle Public Utilities for their analysis.

SampIin Stations Screening Criteria
Pollutant 10194000 10194001 10194002 10194003 SOS! CSU2LAET
mg/kg LAET
Copper 1,140 1,050 1950 861 390 390
Lead 1,340 1,710 1,150 912 450 530
Zinc 4900 7,520 4,780 4,380 410 960
Total PCBs 2.2 2.3 4.2 9.5 0.13 1.0
(dry weight)
Total PCBs 22 31 51 64 12 65
(organic carbon
normalized)
Total petroleum 740 380 2,500 1,600 Not applicable
hydrocarbon —

motor oil range
Total petroleum Not Not Not 5,300 Not applicable
hydrocarbon — detected detected detected
diesel oil range
Total organic 100,000 75,300 81,600 149,000 Not applicable
carbon

10194000 was collected from the main office roof drain (RD #1), 10194001 was
collected from the maintenance roof gutter (RD #2), 10194002 was collected from the employee
parking lot catch basin (CB 157), and 10194003 was collected from the catch basin on South
Myrtle Street northwest of the main office (RCB 189). Because these samples are solids with the
potential to reach the Lower Duwamish Supcrfund site, they are here compared to the
Washington State Sediment Management Standards (WAC 173-204).

I understand that Seattle hon and Metals has agreed to the City of Seattle Public Utilities’
Order for Corrective Action regarding the untreated discharges to the City owned South Myrtle
Street and South Garden Street storm drains. I also understand that you are working with
Ecology under an administrative order to address the exceedances of your permit effluent limits
and to re-direct the heretofore untreated discharges to a treatment system. Due to these
circumstances, this is a Warning Letter rather than a Notice of Violation. EPA is awaiting the
outcome of these two efforts to determine whether any formal action by EPA is needed. If

Q Printed on Recycled Paper
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subsequent inspections find that these violations have not been eliminated, formal enforcement
actions, including penalties, may be assessed.

Please also be informed that although it is EPA’s goal to ensure NPDES facilities comply
fully with the Clean Water Act, the ultimate responsibility rests with the facility. As such, we
strongly encourage your facility to maintain full knowledge of the applicable NPDES
requirements and other appropriate statutes, and to take all appropriate measures to ensure
compliance.

Please do not hesitate to contact us with any questions regarding this letter or other
matters related to your compliance with the Clean Water Act. If you have any questions, please
call Margaret McCauley at (206) 553-62323.

Sincerely,

Kimberly A. Ogle, Manager
NPDES Compliance Unit

Enclosure

cc: Kevin Fitzpatrick, Ecology
Ellen Stewart, Seattle Public Utilities
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Seattle Iron & Metals I NPDES Permit Number WAOO31 968
Effluent Violations

Date Parameter I Value Max Unit % above Max
December2007 Copper 102 5.8 UG/L 1759
December 2007 Zinc 1440 95.1 UG/L 1514
December2007 TPH 17.1 I 5 Mg/L 342
December 2007 Turbidity 48 5 NTU 960

January 2008 Copper 55 5.8 UG/L 948
January2008 Zinc 967 95.1 UG/L 1017
January 2008 TPH 33 5 I Mg/L 660
January 2008 Turbidity 72 5 NTU 1440
February 2008 Copper 25 5.8 UG/L 431
February 2008 Zinc 725 1 95.1 UG/L 762
February 2008 TPH 33 5 UG/L 660
February 2008 Turbidity 54 1 5 NTU 1080

March 2008 Copper 34 5.8 UG/L 586
March 2008 Zinc 544 95.1 UG/L 572
March 2008 TPH 45 5 Mg/L 900
March 2008 Turbidity 63 5 NTU 1260
April 2008 TPH 13.2 5 Mg/L 264
April 2008 Turbidity 6.9 5 NTU 138
June 2008 Copper 15 5.8 UG/L 259
June 2008 Zinc 225 95.1 UG/L 237
June 2008 TPH 11.5 5 MG/L 230
June 2008 Turbidity 18 5 NTU 360

August 2008 Copper 10 5.8 UG/L 172
August 2008 Zinc 123 95.1 UG/L 129
August2008 TPH 12.4 5 Mg/L 248
August 2008 Turbidity 44 5 NTU 880
October 2008 Copper 23 5.8 UG/L 397
October2008 Zinc 510 95.1 UG/L 536
October 2008 Turbidity 140 5 NTU 2800

December 2006 Copper 13 1 5.8 UG/L 224
December 2008 Zinc 210 I 95.1 1 UG/L 221
December 2008 Turbidity 94 5 1 NTU 1880

February 2009 Copper 7.7 5.8 UG/L 133
February 2009 Turbidity 27 5 F NTU 540

March 2009 Zinc 136 95 UG/L 143
March 2009 PCB did not test 5 UG/L
March 2009 Turbidity 66 5 NTU 1320
May2009 Copper 32 5.8 UG/L 552
May 2009 Zinc 400 95.1 UG/L 421
May 2009 Turbidity 15 5 NTU 300
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2. Warning Letter*

Case Name: Seattle hon and Metals

City/State: Seattle, Washington

CON CU RR ENC ES

Tftle: Compliance Officer ORC Attorney (only FIFRA)

Name: Margaret Mccauley

Initials:

Date: Nw 5 2010

If document is included, check YES. if not, check NO and expJain.

YES NO

Document for signature/concurrence E LI

________________________

Communication plan LI No interest expected

Is facility located in Indian Country and/or a Tribal Facility (i.e., owned or controlled by a federally
recognized Indian tribe)? LI YES IE NO

If YES, fill out and attach Addendum A: Facilities within Indian Country and Tribal Facilities.

RETURN package to COMPLIANCE OFFICER for mailing.

* For documents to be signed by an OCE manager, attach a completed OCE Correspondence Action Request
to this checklist. A blank Request is at the end of these checklists, after Appendix A.
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United States Environmentat Protection Agency

0 Washington, DC. 20460

Water Compliance Inspection Report
Section A: National Data System Coding (ie., PCS)

yrlmolday Inspection Type Inspector Fac Type

I’II’flI’I(I LJ [!] Ri
Remarks

2i1 1111111111111111111111111111111 Till 111111111 lee
InspecUon Work Days Facility Se!t-Moni:odng Evaluation Rating
671 lIj’t’169

..........

....... ...

Name(s) and Signature(s) of lnspect,r(s)

—r
. lD!-1 r pr,& .-.‘

SI QA Reserved
72j_J 751 I I lao

Section B: Facility Data

Transaction Code NPDES

‘j U IWAIøIz[3l!lILI?I

Name and Location of Facility Inspected (For industrial users discharping to POTW, also Entry Time/Date Permit Effective Date
include P07W name and NPDES permit number) i — /

Si-tit• ;i?.r.a /1d-I (rp q;j0

C, n I S. /-i. k(tIe. st Exit Time/Date Permit Expiration Date

Sc4tIe LjA 7Mot
L,(

Name(s) of On-Site Representative(s)/Title(s)/Phone and Fax Number(s) Other Facility Data (e.g.. SIC NA/CS, and otherc ,

- descriptive information)

- S2
.— cc q9 9’HL C I

Name, Address of Responsible Official/Title/Phone and Fax Number —1’ fè’sI
Eric- I — Assic1t V. P sF Contacted

. YesDNo

— Section C: Areas Evaluated During Inspection (Check only those areas evaluated)
Permit Self-Monitoring Program Pretreatment LI MS4

Records/Reports Compliance Schedules Pollution Prevention

Facility Site Review — Laboratory ‘Storm Water

Effluent/Receiving Waters ‘Operations & Maintenance Combined Sewer Overflow

Flow Measurement — Sludge Handling/Disposal Sanitary Sewer Overflow

Section 0: Summary oF Findings/Comments
(Attach additional sheets of narrative and checklists, including Single Event Violation codes, as necessary)

3EV Codes 3EV Description

..... .. ...
1L

J
-,

h-. q’ OCE zo’-s;-aos O/’ft/?,hc

Agency/Office/Phone and Fax Numbers

Efl. Cm ,‘ve zo&JJS%v €V’f/zIô

Date

i/Office/Phone and Fax Numbers Date

o6/2/I&

\ .\.—
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iSTRUcTloNs

Section A: National Data System Coding (‘Le., PCS)

Column I: Transaction Code: Use N, C, or D for New, Change, or Delele. All inspections will be new unless there is an error in the data entered.

Columns 3-Il: NPDES Permit No. Enter the facility’s NPDES permit number - third character in permit number indicates permit type for Uunpermitted.
G-’general permit. etc.. (Cisc the Remarks columns to record the State permit number, ifneeessan’.)

Columns 12-17: InspectIon Date. lnseilthedateentty was madeinlothe facility. Usetheyear/month!day format(e.g..04!l0!Ol Octoberol,2004).

Column Ill: Inspection ‘I’ypl.* Use one of the codes listed below to describe the type olinspection:

U tU Inspection with Pretreatment Audit Pretreatment Compliance (Oversight)
X Taxies Inspection
Z Sludge - Biosolids @ Follow-up (enforcement)

# Combined Sewer Overflow-Sampling { Storm Water-Construction-Sampling
$ Combined Sewer Overflow-Non-Sampling
+ Sanitary Sewer Overflow-Sampling } Water-Construction-Non-Sampling

& Sanitary Sewer Overflow-Non-Sampling Storm Water-Non-construction-sampling
\ CAFO-Sampling
= CAFO-Non-Sampting — Storm WaterNon-Constrpction

iiic i’ I Non-Samplingamp ing flspec Ion c Storm Water-MS4-Sampling
3 IU Non-Sampling Inspection
4 IU Toxics Inspection — Storm Water-MS4-Non-Sampling
5 IU Sampling Inspection with Pretreatment Storm Water-MS4-Audit
6 IU Non-Sampling Inspection with Pretreatment
7 IU Toxies with Pretreatment

Column 19: Inspector Code. Use one of the codes listed below to describe the lead agency In the Inspection.

0— Other Inspectors, Federal/EPA (Specify in Remarks columns)
F— Other Inspectors State (Specify in Remarks columns)
R — EPA Regional (nspector
S — State Inspector
T — Joint Slate/EPA Inspectors—State lead

Column 20: FacIlity Type. Use one of the codes below to describe the facIlity.

1 — Municipal. Publicly Owned Treatment Works (POTWs) with 1987 Standard Industrial Code (SIC) 4952.
2— Industrial. Other than municipal, agricultural, and Federal facilities.
3— Agricultural. Facilities classified with 1987 SIC 0111 to 0971.
4— Federal. Facilities identified as Federal by the EPA Regional Office.
5— Oil & Gas. Facilities classified with 1987 SIC 1311 to 1389.

Columns 21-66: Remarks. These columns are reserved for remarks at the discretion ot the Region.

Columns 67-69: InspectIon Work Days. Estimate the total work effort (to the nearest 0.1 work day), up to 99.9 days, that were used to complete the
inspection and submit a QA reviewed report of findings. This estimate includes the accumulative effort of all participating inspectors; any effort for laboratory
analyses, testing, and remote sensing; and the billed payroll time for travel and pre and post inspection preparation. This estimate does not require detailed
documentation.

Column 70: FacIlity Evaluation Rating. Use information gathered during the inspection (regardless of inspection type) to evaluate the quality of the facility
self-monitoring program. Grade the program using a scale of 1 to 5 with a score of 5 being used for very reliable self-monitoring programs, 3 being
satisfactory, and 1 being used for very unreliable programs.

Column 71: Blomonltorlng InformatIon. Enter D for static testing. Enter F for flow through testing. Enter N for no biomonitoring.

Column 72: Quality Assurance Data Inspection. Enter 0 ii the inspection was conducted as followup on quality assurance sample results. Enter N
otherwise.

Columns 7340: These 8olumns are reserved for regionally defined information,

SectIon 8: FacIlity Data

This section is self-explanatory except for tther Facility Data, which may include new information not in the permit or PCS (e.g.. new outfalls, names of
receiving waters, new ownership, other updates to the record, SIC/NAICS Codes, Latitude/Longitude).

Section C: Areas Evaluated During InspectIon

Check only those areas evaluated by marking the appropriate box. Use Section D and additional sheets as necessary. Support the findings, as necessary,
in a brief narrative report. Use the headings given on the report form (e.g.. Permit, Records/Reports) when discussing the areas evaluated during the
inspection.

SectIon D: Summary of FindIngs/Comments

Briefly summarize the inspection findings. This summary should abstract the pertinent inspection findings, not replace the narrative report. Reference a list
of attachments, such as completed checklists taken from the NPDES compliance Inspection Kianuals and pretreatment guidance documents, including
effluent data when sampling has been done. Use extra sheets as necessary.

Wootnote: In addition to the inspection types listed above undercclumn 18, a state may continue to use the following wetweather and CAFO inspection types
until the state is brought into lClS-NPDES: K: CAFO, V: SSO, Y: CSO, W: Storm Water 9: MS4. States may also use the newwetweather, CAFO and M54
inspections types shown in column 18 of This form. The EPA regions are required louse the new wet weather, CAFO, and MS4 inspection types for
inspections with an inspection date (DTIN) on or after July 1, 2005.

I”
g

A Performance Audit
B Compliancc Biomonitoring
C Compliancc Evaluation (non-sampling)
D Diagnostic
F rreireatmcnt tFollow-up)
o Pretreatment (Audit)
I Industrial Uscr(IU) Inspection
J Complaints
M Muliimcdia
N Spill
O Compliance Evaluation (Oversight)
P Pretreatment compliance Inspection
R Reconnaissance
S Compliance Sampling

A—
8—
E—

L—
N—

State (Contractor
EPA (Contractor
Corps of Enqineers
Joint EPNS(ate Inspectors—EPA Lead
Local Health Department (State)
NEIC Inspectors
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United States Environmental Protection Agency

0 Washington, D.C. 20460

Water Compliance Inspection Report
Section A: National Data System Coding (i.e., PCS)

NPDES yr/mo/day

IwIAIoIoIaIllgI6I8I 1114101510121
Remarks

Inspection Type Inspector Fac Type

211 11111111111111111111111111111111111111111111 166

BI QA

______

71W 72[J 751 I I I I 180

Section 8: Facility Data

Icrç,
5- I5-&o

Trayction Code

Inspection Work Days Facility Self-Monitoring Evaluation Rating
671 Pj0 lee 70[_J

H

Name and Location of Facility Inspected (For industrial users discharging to POW.’, also Entry Time/Date Permit Effective Date
include P07W name and NPDES permit number)

Seattle Iron and Metals Corp. 11:O5am/05/02/14 10/01/2013

601 South Myrtle Street . .

Seattle, WA 98108 Exit Time/Date Permit Expiration Date

11:lOam/05/02/14 10/01/2018

Name(s) of On-Site Representative(s)/lifle(s)/Phone and Fax Number(s) Other Facitity Data (e.g., SIC NA/CS, and other
. . . . . .

. descdptbie information)
Unknown, This was a drive-by reconnaissance visit and we did not meet with
facility representatives. SIC = 5093

Lat.: 47.53923

Name. Address of Responsible Officialrntle/Phone and Fax Number
Long.: -122.327206

See above response. contacted Reconnaissance, Non-Sampling
C Yes D No

— Section C: Areas Evaluated During Inspection (Check only those areas evaluated)

Permit Self-Monitoring Program Pretreatment 0 MS4

Records/Reports Compliance Schedules Pollution Prevention

I Facility Site Review Laboratory Storm Water

Effluent/Receiving Waters — Operations & Maintenance Combined Sewer Overflow
— = =

Flow Measurement — Sludge Handling/Disposal Sanitary Sewer Overflow

Section D: Summary of Findings/Comments
(Attach additional sheets of narrative and checklists, including Single Event Violation codes, as necessary)

5EV Codes SEV Description RECEIVED
..........

..........

MAY 1 4 2014
s.........

Inspection & Enforcement Management Unit

(IEMU)

—

EPNOCE/206-553-531 7

Agency/Office/Phone and Fax Numbers Date

EPNOCE/206-553-1 669 05/09/14

Signature of Management 0 A Reviewer Agency/Office/Phone and Fax Numbers Date

EPA Form 3560-3 (Rev 1.06) Previous editions are obsoieie.
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INSTRUcrI0s

Section A: National Data System Coding (i.e., PcS

C)

Column 1: Transaction Code: Use N. C, or D for New, Change, or Delete. All inspections will be new unless there is an error in the data entered.

Columns 3-li: NPDES Permit No. Enter the facility’s NPDES permit number - third character in permit number indicates permit type for U=unpermitted.
G=general permit, etc.. (Use the Remarks columns to record the State permit number, if necessary)

Columns 12-17: Inspection Date. Insert the date entry was made into the facility. Use the year/month/day format (e.g., 04/10/01 = October01, 2004).

Column IS: Inspection Typc*. Use one of the codes listed below to describe the type of inspection:

Performance Audit
Compliance Biomonitoring
Compliance Evaluation (non-sampling)
Diaanostic
Pretreatment (Follow-up)
Pretreatment (Audit)
Industrial User (IU) Inspection
Complaints

NI Multimedia
N Spill
0 Compliance Evaluation (Oversight)
P Pretreatment Compliance Inspection
R Reconnaissance
S Compliance Sampling

U lU Inspection with Pretreatment Audit
X Toxics Inspection
Z Studge - Biosolids
# Combined Sewer Overflow-Sampling
$ Combined Sewer Overfiow-Non-Sampting
+ Sanitary Sewer Overflow-Sampling
& Sanitary Sewer Overflow-Non-Sampling
\ CAFO-Sampling
= CAFO-Non-Sampling
2 lU Sampling Inspection
3 lU Non-Sampling Inspection
4 IU Toxics Inspection
5 lU Sampling Inspection with Pretreatment
6 lU Non-Sampling Inspection with Pretreatment
7 lU Toxics with Pretreatment

Column 19: Inspector Code. Use one of the codes listed below to describe the lead agency in the inspection.

State (Contractor
EPA (Contractor
Corps of Engineers
Joint EPNState Inspectors—EPA Lead
Local Health Department (State)
NEIC Inspectors

0— Other Inspectors, Federal/EPA (specify in Remarks columns)
P— Other Inspectors State (Specify in Remarks columns)
R — EPA Regional inspector
S — State Inspector
T— Joint State/EPA Inspectors—State lead

Column 20: FacIlity Type. Use one of the codes below to describe the facilIty.

1— Municipal. Publicly Owned Treatment Works (POTWs) with 1987 Standard Industrial Code (SIC) 4952.
2— Industrial. Other than municipal, agricultural, and Federal facilities.
3— Agricultural. Facilities classified with 1987 SIC 0111 to 0971.
4— Federal. Facilities identified as Federal by the EPA Regional Office.
5— Oil & Gas. Facilities classified with 1987 SIC 1311 to 1389.

Columns 21-66: Remarks. These columns are reserved for remarks at the discretion of the Region.

Columns 67-69: Inspection Work Days. Estimate the total work effort (to the nearest 0.1 work day), up to 99.9 days, that were used to complete the
inspection and submit a QA reviewed report of findings. This estimate includes the accumulative effort of all participating inspectors; any effort for laboratory
analyses, testing, and remote sensing; and the billed payroll time for travel and pre and post inspection preparation. This estimate does not require detailed
documentation.

Column 70: FacilIty Evaluation Rating. Use information gathered during the inspection (regardless of inspection type) to evaluate the quality of the facility
self-monitoring program. Grade the program using a scale of 1 to 5 with a score of 5 being used for very reliable self-monitoring programs, 3 being
satisfactory, and 1 being used for very unreliable programs.

Column 71: Biomonltoring Information. Enter D for static testing. Enter F for flow through testing. Enter N for no biomonitoring.

Column 72: Quality Assurance Data Inspection. Enter 0 if the inspection was conducted as followup on quality assurance sample results. Enter N
otherwise.

Columns 73-80: These columns are reserved for regionally defined information.

Section B: Facility Data

This section is self-explanatory except for “Other Facility Data,” which may include new information not in the permit or PCS (e.g., new outfalls, names of
receiving waters. new ownership, other updates to the record, SIC/NAICS Codes, Latitude/Longitude).

Section C: Areas Evaluated During Inspection

Check only those areas evaluated by marking the appropriate box. Use Section D and additional sheets as necessary. Support the findings, as necessary,
In a brief narrative report. Use the headings given on the report form (e.g., Permit, Records/Reports) when discussing the areas evaluated during the
inspection.

Section D: Summary of Findings/Comments

Briefly summarize the inspection findings. This summary should abstract the pertinent inspection findings, not replace the narrative report. Reference a list
of attachments, such as completed checklists taken from the NPDES Compliance Inspection Manuals and pretreatment guidance documents, including
effluent data when sampling has been done. Use extra sheets as necessary.

Footnote: In addition to the inspection types listed above under column 18, a state may continue to use the following wetweather and CAFO inspection types
until the state is brought into ICIS-NPDES: K: CAFO, V: SSO, Y: CSO, W: Storm Waterg: MS4. States may also use the newwetweather, CAFO and MS4
inspections types shown in column 18 of this form. The EPA regions are required to use the new wet weather, CAFO, and MS4 inspection types for
inspections with an inspection date (DTIN) on or after July 1, 2005.

A
B
C
D
F
0

l Pretreatment Compliance (Oversight)

@ Follow-up (enforcement)

Storm Water-Construction-Sampling

Storm Water-Construction-Non-Sampling

Storm Water-Non-Construction-Sampling

— Storm Water-Non-Construction-
N on-Sampling

< Storm Water-MS4-Sampling

— Storm Water-MS4-Non-Sampling
Storm Water-MS4-Audit

A—
B -—

E—
J—
L -—

N—



C C
fl United States Environmental Protection Agency

Washington, DC. 20460

Water Compliance Inspection Report
Section A: National Data System Coding (i.e., PCS)

transaction Code NPDES yr/mo/day Inspection Type Inspector Fac Type

1 [f/ [J 1W1A10 10131119 16181 Ii I 10 IsIalil Li Iii
Remarks

211 11111111111111111111111111111111111111111111 166

Inspection Work Days Facility Self-Monitoring Evaluation Rating BI GA
671 11jO169 °LJ ‘LJ 72LJ 761 I I I I I I lao

Section B: Facility Data

Name and Location of Facility Inspected (For industrial users discharging to P07W, also Entry Time/Date Permit Effective Date
include P07W name and NPDES permit number)

1 l:3Oam/05/01/14 10/01/2013
Seattle Iron and Metals Corp.
601 South Myrtle Street . .

Seattle, WA 98108
Exit Time/Date Permit Expiration Date

1 1:32am/05/01/14 10/01/2018

Name(s) of On-Site Representative(s)/Title(s)/Phone and Fax Number(s) Other Facility Data (e.g., SIC NA/CS, and other
. . . - - .

. descriptive information)
Unknown. This was a drive-by reconnaissance visit and we did not meet with —

facility representatives. —

Lot.: 47.53923

Name, Address of Responsible Official/Title/Phone and Fax Number
Long.: -122.327206

ContactedSee above response. Reconnaissance, Non-Sampling
D Yes No

— Section C: Areas Evaluated During Inspecflon (Check only those areas evaluated)
Permit Self-Monitoring Program Pretreatment 0 MS4

RecordslReports Compliance Schedules Pollution Prevention

Facility Site Review Laboratory Storm Water

Effluent/Receiving Waters — Operations & Maintenance Combined Sewer Overflow

Flow Measurement Sludge Handling/Disposal Sanitary Sewer Overflow

Section D: Summary of Findings/Comments
(Attach additional sheets of narrative and checklists, including Single Event Violation codes, as necessary)

SEV Codes SEV Description

RECEIVED
..........

•......... MAY 142014
..........

Inspection & Enforcement Management Unit

(IEMU)

Name(s) and Signatur) of Insper(s) A /
Agency/Office/Phone and Fax Numbers Date

Joseph Roberto \J7 <f._ - EPNOCE/206-553-1669 05/09/14

Sandra Brozusky f EPNOCE/206-553-5317

Signature of Management Q A Reviewer Agency/Office/Phone and Fax Numbers Date

EPA Form 3560-3 Rev 1-06) Previous editions are obsolete. Icis.

str&aolLt



C)
INSTRUa10,6

Section A: National Data System Coding (La, PC’S)

Column 1: Transaction Code: Use N, C, or D for New. Change, or Delete. All inspections “ill be new unless there is an error in the data entered.

Columns 3-Il: NPDES rermil No. Enter the facility’s NPDES pennit number - third character in permit number indicates pennit type for Uunpennitteil,
Ggcneral permit. etc.. (Use the Remarks columns to record the Stoic penn/I number. ifnecessan’.)

Columns 12-17: Inspection Date. Insert the date entry was made into the facility. Use the year/month/day format (ce., 04/10/01 = October 01, 2004)

Column 18: Inspection TYpC*. Use one of the codes listed below to describe the type of inspection:

A Performance Audit U lU Inspection with Pretreatment Audit Pretreatment Compliance (Oversight)
S Compliance Biomonitorino X Toxics Inspection

-u nf r m nC Compliance Evaluation (non-sampling) Z Sludge - Biosolids •
e 0 ce e

13 Diaenosiic # Combined Sewer Overflow-Sampling Storm Water-Construction-Sampling
F Pretreatment (Follow-up) $ Combined Sewer Overflow-Non-Sampling
G Pretreatment (Audit) + Sanitary Sewer Overlbw-Sampling 3 Storm Water-Constmction-Non-Samphng
I Industrial User (1U) Inspection & Sanitary Sewer Overow-Non-Sampling : Storm Water-Non-Construction-Sampling
J Complaints \ CAFO-Sampling
M Multimedia = CAFO-Non-Sampling — Storm Water-Non-Constrpction
N Spill 2 IU Sampling Inspection

< Storm
0 Compliance Evaluation (Oversight) 3 lU Non-Sampling Inspection
P Pretreatment Compliance Inspection 4 IU Toxics Inspection — Storm Water-MS4-Non-Sampltng
R Reconnaissance 5 IU Sampling Inspection with Pretreatment Storm Water-MS4-Audit
S Compliance Sampling 6 IU Non-Sampling Inspection with Pretreatment

7 IU Toxics with Pretreatment

Column 19: Inspector Code. Use one of the codes listed below to describe the lead agency in the inspection.

0— Other Inspectors, Federal/EPA (Specify in Remarls columns)
P— Other Inspectors State (Specify in Remarks columns)
R — EPA Regional (nspector
S — State lnsoector
T — Joint State/EPA Inspectors—State lead

Column 20: FacilIty Type. Use one of the codes below to describe the facIlity.

1 — Municipal. Publicly Owned Treatment Works (POTWs) with 1967 Standard Industrial Code (SIC) 4952.
2— Industrial. Other than municipal, agricultural, and Federal facilities.
3— Agricultural. Facilities classified with 1987 SIC 0111 to 0971.
4— Federal. Facilities identified as Federal by the EPA Regional Office.
5 — Oil & Gas. Facilities classified with 1987 SIC 1311 to 1389.

Columns 21-66: Remarks. These columns are reserved for remarks at the discretion of the Region.

Columns 67-69: InspectIon Work Days. Estimate the total work effort (to the nearest 0.1 work day), up to 99.9 days, that were used to complete the
inspection and submit a QA reviewed report of findings. This estimate includes the accumulative effort of all participating inspectors; any effort for laboratory
analyses, testing, and remote sensing; and the billed payroll time for travel and pre and post inspection preparation. This estimate does not require detailed
documentation.

Column 70: Facility Evaluation RatIng. Use information gathered during the inspection (regardless of inspection type) to evaluate the quality of the facility
self-monitoring program. Grade the program using a scale of 1 to 5 with a score of 5 being used for very reliable self-monitoring programs, 3 being
satisfactory, and 1 being used for very unreliable programs.

Column 71: Biomonitorlng Information, Enter D for static tesling. Enter F for flow through testing. Enter N for no biomonitoring.

Column 72: Quality Assurance Data InspectIon. Enter 0 if the inspection was conducted as followup on quality assurance sample results, Enter N
otherwise.

Columns 73-80: These columns are reserved for regionally defined information.

SectIon 8: FacilIty Data

This section is self-explanatory except for “Other Facility Data,” which may include new information not in the permit or PCS (e.g., new outfalls. names of
receiving waters, new ownership, other updates to the record, SIC/NAICS Codes, Latitude/Longitude).

Section C: Areas Evatuated During tnspecuon

Check only those areas evaluated by marking the appropriate box. Use Section D and additional sheets as necessary. Support the findings, as necessary,
in a brief narrative report Use the headings given on the report form (e.g., Permit, Records/Reports) when discussing The areas evaluated during the
inspection.

SectIon D: Summary of Findings/Comments

Briefly summarize the inspection findings. This summary should abstract the pertinent inspection findings, not replace the narrative report. Reference a list
of attachments, such as completed checklists taken from the NPDES Compliance Inspection Manuals and pretreatment guidance documents, including
effluent data when sampling has been done, Use extra sheets as necessary.

Footnote: In addition to the inspection types listed above under column IS, a state may continue to use the following wetweather and CAFO inspection types
until the state is brought into ICIS-NPDES: K: CAFO, V: SSO. Y: CSO. W: Storm Water9: MS4. States may also use the newwet weather, CAFO and MSA
inspections types shown in column 18 oF this form. The EPA regions are required to use the new wet weather, CAFO, and MS4 inspection types for
inspections with an inspection date (DTIN) on or after July 1. 2005.

A—
B-—
E—
J—
L -—

N—

State (Contractor
EPA (Contractor
Corps of Engineers
Joint EPNState Inspectors—EPA Lead
Local Health Department (State)
NEIC Inspectors



o 0
fl United States Environmental Protection Agency

Washington, D.C. 20460

Water Compliance Inspection Report
Section A: National Data System Coding (i.e., PCS)

Transaction Code NPDES

1IM L..i 1wlA101o13111916181 1113101612191
Remarks

211 11111111111111111111111111111111111111111111 66

Name and Location of FaciIiy Inspected (For industrial users discharging to POTW, also Entry Time/Date Permit Effective Date
include POTWname and NPDES permit number)

11:O7AM/OS/29/13 01/01/2010Seattle Iron and Metal Corp.
601 South Myrtle Street . -

Seattle, WA 98108
Exit Time/Date Permit Expiration Date

11:10 AM! 08/29/13 01/01/2015

Name(s) of On-Site Representative(s)rnfle(s)/Phone and Fax Number(s) Other Facility Data (e g., S/C NA/CS, and other
. - . .

- descnptwe information)
N/A. This was a drive-by reconnaissance inspection.

Lat.: 47.53941 Long.: -122.32544

Name, Address of Responsible Official/Title/Phone and Fax Number

N/A. This was a drive-by reconnaissance inspection.
Contacted

ID Yes 0 No

RECEIVED
— Section C: Areas Evaluated During Inspection (Check only those areas evaluated)

LE Permit Self-Monitoring Program Pretreatment C MS4

Records/Reports Compliance Schedules — Pollution Prevention SEP — 4 .C:3
Facility Site Review Laboratory

,,_
Storm Water

Effluent/Receiving Waters Operations & Maintenance Combined Sewer Overflow
. . . Irsoect’on 8 Enforcement Managemel

Flow Measurement Sludge Handling/Disposal Sanitary Sewer Overflow

Section D: Summary of Findings/Comments
(Attach additional sheets of narrative and checklists, including Single Event Violation codes, as necessary)

5EV Codes SEV Description

• This was a drive-by reconnaissance inspection to determine if a more thorough inspection is

• • required. Large piles of material were observed.

..........

s.........

eo- Numbers

September 3, 2013

Brian Levo • EPNOCE!206-553-1816 September 3, 2013

Signature of Management 0 A Reviewer Agency/Office/Phone and Fax Numbers Date

yr/mo/day

Inspection Work Days Facility Self-Monitoring Evaluation Rating
671 10j5 169 70L_J

Inspection Type

H
Inspector Fac Type

H

Section 8: Facility Data

SI GA
71LJ 72LJ LJ_J 751 I I I I I I lao

Unit

EPA Form 3560-3 Rev 1-061 Previous editicns are obsoleto -r V_—S.

9- 5-2Oi3



0
INSTRLrCTIONS

Section A: National Data System Coding PcS

Column I: Transaction Code: Use N, C, or D for New, Change, or Delete. All inspections will be ne,’ unless there is an error in the data entered.

Columns 3-li: NPDES Permit No. Enter the facility’s NPDES permit number - third character in permit number indicates permit type for U=unpennitted,
G=general permit, etc.. (Use the Retnarks columns to record the State permit number, qnecessarv)

Columns 12-17: Inspection Date. lnsertthe dateentry wasmade into the facility. Usetheycar/month/day format (e.g., 04/10/01 Octoberol, 2004).

Column 18: Inspection Type*. Use one of the codes listed below to describe the type of inspection:

A Performance Audit U IU Inspection with Pretrealment Audit I Pretreatment Compliance (Oversight)
B Compliance Biomonitorine X Toxics Inspection

- . . — .

. @ Follow-up (enforcement)C Compliance Evaluation (non-sampling) . oludge - Biosollus
D Diagnostic # Combined Sewer Overflow-Sampling { Storm Water-Construction-Sampling
F Pretreatment (Follow-up) S Combined Sewer Overflow-Non-Sampling
o Pretreatment(Audit) + Sanitary Sewer Overflow-Sampling } Storm Water-Construction-Non-Sampling

I Industrial User (1U) Inspection & Sanitary Sewer Overflow-Non-Sampling Storm Water-Non-Construction-Sampling
I Complaints \ CAFO-Sampling
M Multimedia = CAFO-Non-Sampling - Storm Water-Non-Construction-

N Spill 2 IU Sampling Inspection Storm
O Compliance Evaluation (Oversight) 3 lU Non-Sampling Inspection
P Pretreatment Compliance Inspection 4 lU Toxics Inspection — Storm Water-MS4-Non-Sampling
R Reconnaissance 5 IU Sampling Inspection with Pretreatment Storm Water-MS4-Audit

S Compliance Sampling 6 lU Non-Sampling Inspection with Pretreatment
7 IU Toxics with Pretreatment

Column 19: Inspector Code. Use one of the codes listed below to describe the /ead agency in the inspection.

A — State (Contractor) 0— Other Inspectors, Federal/EPA (Specify in Remarks columns)
B ---- EPA (Contractor) P— Other Inspectors State (Specify in Remarks columns)
E — Corps of Enqineers R — EPA Regional inspector
J — Joint EPNState Inspectors—EPA Lead S — State Inspector
L -— Local Health Department (State) T — Joint State/EPA Inspectors—State lead
N — NEIC Inspectors

Column 20: Facility Type. Use one of the codes below to describe the facility.

1 — Municipal. Publicly Owned Treatment Works (POTWs) with 1987 Standard Industrial Code (SIC) 4952.
2— Industrial. Other than municipal, agricultural, and Federal facilities.
3— Agricultural. Facilities classified with 1987 SIC 0111 to 0971.
4— Federal. Facilities identified as Federal by the EPA Regional Office.
5— Oil & Gas. Facilities classified with 1987 SIC 1311 to 1389.

Columns 21-66: Remarks. These columns are reserved for remarks at the discretion of the Region.

Columns 67-69: Inspection Work Days. Estimate the total work effort (to the nearest 0.1 work day), up to 99.9 days, that were used to complete the
inspection and submit a QA reviewed report of findings. This estimate includes the accumulative effort of all participating inspectors; any effort for laboratory
analyses, testing, and remote sensing; and the billed payroll time for travel and pre and post inspection preparation. This estimate does not require delailed
documentation.

Column 70: Facility Evaluation Rating. Use information gathered during the inspection (regardless of inspection type) to evaluate the quality of the facility
self-monitoring program. Grade the program using a scale of 1 to 5 with a score of 5 being used for very reliable self-monitoring programs, 3 being
satisfactory, and 1 being used for very unreliable programs.

Column 71: Biomonitoring Information. Enter D for static testing. Enter F for flow through testing. Enter N for no biomonitoring.

Column 72: Quality Assurance Data Inspection. Enter Q if the inspection was conducted as followup on quality assurance sample results. Enter N
olherwise.

Columns 13-80: These columns are reserved for regionally defined information.

Section B: Facility Data

This section is self-explanatory except for “Other Facility Data,” which may include new information not in the permit or PCS (e.g., new outfalls, names of
receiving waters, new ownership, other updates to the record, SIC/NAICS Codes, Latitude/Longitude).

Section C: Areas Evaluated During Inspection

Check only those areas evaluated by marking the appropriate box. Use Section D and additional sheets as necessary. Support the findings, as necessary,
in a brief narrative report. Use the headings given on the report form (e.g., Permit, Records/Reports) when discussing the areas evaluated during the
inspection.

Section D: Summary of Findings/Comments

Briefly summarize the inspection findings. This summary should abstract the pertinent inspection findings, not replace the narrative report. Reference a list
of attachments, such as completed checklists taken from the NPDES Compliance Inspection Manuals and pretreatment guidance documents, including
effluent data when sampling has been done. Use extra sheets as necessary.

*Footnote: In addition to the inspection types listed above under column 18, a state may continue to use the following wetweatherand CAFO inspection types
until the state is brought into ICIS-NPDES: K: CAFO, V: 550, Y: CSO, W: Storm Water 9: MS4. States may also use the newwet weather, CAFO and M54
inspections types shown in column 18 of this form. The EPA regions are required to use the new wet weather, CAFO, and MS4 inspection types for
inspections with an inspection date (DTIN) on or after July 1, 2005.

- -r



SCRAP IRON
NON-FERROUS METALS

STEEL PRODUCTS

SEATTLE IRON&MEIALS CORP
JOHN R. FRANKLIN

Slormwater Treatment System Operator

(206) 682-0040 Main 601 S. Myrtle St.
(206) 396-7861 Cell Seattle, WA 98108
(206) 623-1231 Fax E-mail: fmnklin@seairon.com

SCRAP 1P0F
NONFERROUS METALS

STEEL PRODUCTS

SEATTLE IRON & MEALS CORP
ED ARMSTRONG

Ferrous I Maintenance Manager

(206) 682-0040
Direct (206) 634-4446 601 S. Myrlle St.
Fax (206) 623-1231 Seattle. WA 98108
Cell (206) 396-0569 E-mail: earmstrong@soairon.com



0’ 6;
fl United States Environmental Protection Agency

Washington, D.C. 20460

Water Compliance Inspection Report
Section A: National Data System Coding (i.e., PCS) -

Transaction Code NPDES yr/mo/day Inspection Type Inspect (
‘

Fac Type

1 j IwlAlo 1013111916181 Ii jo Ii 12 lo 121 H W
Remarks

211 iiIiiiiIiiiIIiIiiiIiii 1111111111111111111111 ac
Inspection Work Days Facility Self-Monitoring Evaluation Rating BI QA -—----——----—-—-—--—--Reserved---—

671 11j2 69 °L.J 71LJ 72LNJ 731 I 74 751 I I I I lao

Section B: Facility Data

Name and Location of Facility Inspected (For industrial users discharging to POPN, a/so Entry Time/Date Permit Effective Date

include POTW name and NPDES permit number)

Seattle Iron & Metals Corp. 2:45p 12/02/10 12/01/07

601 South Myrtle Street . .

Seattle, WA 98101 Exit Time/Date Permit Expiration Date

4:30p 12/02/10 10/25/12

Name(s) of On-Site Representative(s)/Title(s)/Phone and Fax Number(s) Other Facility Data (e.g., SIC NA/CS, and other
. descriptive information)

Ed Armstrong John Franklin
Ferrous/Maintenance Manager Stormwater Treatment System Operator SIC - 5093

(206) 8344446 (206) 682-0040
(206) 623-1231 (206) 623-1231 Scrap Metal Recycling

Name, Address of Responsible Official/Title/Phone and Fax Number

Contacted
Ed Armstrong
Ferrous/Maintenance Manager Yes D No

(206) 8344446
(206) 623-1231

— Section C: Areas Evaluated During Inspection (Check only those areas evaluated)

i:zi Permit Self-Monitoring Program Pretreatment MS4

Records/Reports Compliance Schedules / Pollution Prevention
Facility Site Review Laboratory / Storm Water

Effluent/Receiving Waters ..L. Operations & Maintenance Combined Sewer Overflow
— —

Flow Measurement — Sludge Handling/Disposal Sanitary Sewer Overflow

Section D: Summary of Findings/Comments
(Attach additional sheets of narrative and checklists, including Single Event Violatioi codes, as necessary)

5EV Codes SEV Description
- R ECE I\/E D

..........

.......... 0EC152010

..........

• • • • • • • • • • US.EPAREGION1O
j OFFICE OF CCM.1PLIRNCE AtW ENFOPCEMEN

Name(s) and Signature(s of Inspector(s) Agency/Office/Phone and Fax Numbers Date

Derek Schruhl I EPA/RI 0/206-553-1146 /

Melissa McAfee Puget Sound Clean Air Agency, 206-7864897

I

Sigflatur of na f’nent 0 A Reviewer Agency/Office/Pho e and Fax Numbers Date

p. ifA /e/& sTho2r
EPA Form 3560(Riv 1-06) Previousühons are obsoiei4) 1: ci s c c

-&u. vs-——



C
H’iSTRIJCTIONS

Section A: National Data System Coding fl.e., PCS)

Column 1: Transaction Code: Use N, C, or D for New, Change, or Delete. All inspections ‘viii be new unless there is an error in the data entered.

Columns 3-I I: NPDES Permit No. Enter the facility’s NPDES permit number - third character in permit number indicates permit type lhr U=unpermitted,
G=gencral permit, etc.. (Use the Remarks cohunn.c to record the State permit number, LI necesscny.)

Columns 12-17: Inspection Dale. Insert the date entry was made into the facility. Use the year/month/day format (e.g., 04/10/01 = October 01, 2004).

Column IS: inspection Type*. Use one ofthe codes listed below to describe the type of inspection:

A Performance Audit
B Compliance Biomoniloring
C Compliance Evaluation (non-sampling)
D Diagnostic
F Pretreatment (Follow-up)
0 Pretreatment (Audit)
I Industrial User (IU) Inspection
J Complaints
M Multimedia
N Spill
0 Compliance Evaluation (Oversight)
P Pretreatment Compliance Inspection
R Reconnaissance
S Compliance Sampling

U IU Inspection with Pretreatment Audit
X Toxics Inspection
Z Sludge - Biosolids
# Combined Sewer Overflow-Sampling
$ Combined Sewer Overflow-Non-Sampling
+ Sanitary Sewer Overflow-Sampling
& Sanitary Sewer Overflow-Non-Sampling
\ CAFO-Sampling
= CAFO-Non-Sampling
2 IU Sampling Inspection
3 lU Non-Sampling Inspection
4 lU Toxics Inspection
5 lU Sampling Inspection with Pretreatment
6 lU Non-Sampling Inspection with Pretreatment
7 lii Toxics with Pretreatment

l Pretreatment Compliance (Oversight)

@ Follow-up (enforcement)

Storm Water-Construction-Sampling

Storm Water-Construction-Non-Sampling

Storm Water-Non-Construction-Sampling

— Storm Water-Non-Construction-
Non-Sampling

Storm Water-MS4-Sampling

— Storm Water-MS4-Non-Sampling
Storm Water-MS4-Audit

Column 19: Inspector Code. Use one of the codes listed below to describe the lead agency in the Inspection.

1—
2—
3—
4—
5—

State (Contractor
EPA (Contractor
Corps of Engineers
Joint EPA/State Inspectors—EPA Lead
Local Health Department (State)
NEIC Inspectors

0— Other Inspectors, Federal/EPA (Specify in Remarks columns)
P— Other Inspectors State (Specify in Remarks columns)
R — EPA Regional inspector
S — State Inspector
T— Joint State/EPA Inspectors—State lead

A—
B

J—

N—

Column 20: Facility Type. Use one of the codes below to describe the facility.

Municipal. Publicly Owned Treatment Works (POTW5) with 1987 Standard Industrial Code (SIC) 4952.
Industrial. Other than municipal, agricultural, and Federal facilities.
Agricultural. Facilities classified with 1987 SIC 0111 to 0971.
Federal. Facilities identified as Federal by the EPA Regional Office.
Oil & Gas. Facilities classified with 1987 SIC 1311 to 1389.

Columns 21-66: Remarks. These columns are reserved for remarks at the discretion of the Region.

Columns 67-69: Inspection Work Days. Estimate the total work effort (to the nearest 0.1 work day), up to 99.9 days, that were used to complete the
inspection and submit a QA reviewed report of findings. This estimate includes the accumulative effort of all participating inspectors; any effort for laboratory
analyses, testing, and remote sensing; and the billed payroll time for travel and pre and post inspection preparation. This estimate does not require detailed
documentation.

Column 70: Facility Evaluation Rating. Use information gathered during the inspection (regardless of inspection type) to evaluate the quality of the facility
self-monitoring program. Grade the program using a scale of 1 to 5 with a score of 5 being used for very reliable self-monitoring programs, 3 being
satisfactory, and 1 being used for very unreliable programs.

,qplumn 71: Biomonitoring Information. Enter D for static testing. Enter F for flow through testing. Enter N for no biomonitoring.

Column 72: Quality Assurance Data Inspection. Enter Q if the inspection was conducted as followup on quatity assurance sample results. Enter N
otherwise.

Columns 73-80: These columns are resemved for regionally defined information.

HU Section B: Facility Data

This section is self-explanatory except for “Other Facility Data,” which may include new information not in the permit or PCS (e.g., new outfalls, names of
receiving waters, new ownership, other updates to the record, SIC/NAICS Codes, LatitudelLongitude).

Section C: Areas Evaluated During Inspection

Check only those areas evaluated by marking the appropriate box. Use Section D and additional sheets as necessary. Support the findings. as necessary,
in a brief narrative report. Use the headings given on the report form (e.g., Permit, Records/Reports) when discussing the areas evaluated during the
inspection.

Section D: Summary of FlndingslComments

Briefly summarize the inspection findings. This summary should abstract the pertinent inspection findings, not replace the narrative report. Reference a list
of attachments, such as completed checklists taken from the NPDES Compliance Inspection Manuals and pretreatment guidance documents, including
effluent data when sampling has been done. Use extra sheets as necessary.

*Footnote: In addition to the inspection types listed above under column 18, a state may continue to use the following wet weather and CAFO inspection types
until the state is brought into ICIS-NPDES: K: CAFO, V: SSO, Y: CSO, W: Storm Water 9: M54. States may also use the new wet weather, CAFO and MS4
inspections types shown in column 18 of this form. The EPA regions are required to use the new wet weather, CAFO, and MS4 inspection types for
inspections with an inspection date (DTIN) on or after July 1, 2005.
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0 0.
(Unless otherwise noted, all details in this inspection report were obtained from conversations with Ed
Armstrong, John Franklin or from observations during the inspection.)

I. Facility Information

Facility Name: Seattle Iron & Metals Corp.

Facility Contact(s): Ed Armstrong — Ferrous/Maintenance Manager
Phone: (206) 834-4446

John R. Franklin — Stormwater Treatment System Operator
Phone: (206) 682-0040

SIC Code/Facility Type: (5093)— Scrap Metal Yard

Facility Location: 601 South Myrtle Street
Seattle, Washington 98108

GPS Location: Lat: N 47.53924 degrees
Long: W 122.32771 degrees

Mailing Address: 601 South Myrtle Street
Seattle, Washington 98108

II. Inspection Information

Inspection Date: December 2, 2010

Inspector(s): Derek Schmhl, Compliance Officer
EPA Region 10. OCE / NCU
(206) 553-1146

Melissa McAfee, Inspector
Puget Sound Clean Air Agency
(206) 786-4897

Arrival Time: 2:45 PM
Departure Time: 4:30 PM

Weather: high clouds, mostly sunny.

Purpose: The inspection was conducted to observe a PSCAA Inspector
document the facility’s compliance with applicable air
regulations as part of an ongoing Puget Sound multi-media case
and to continue to document the facility’s compliance with their
NPDES Individual Permit No. WA0031968.
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III. Facility Description

Seattle Iron & Metals is a scrap metal yard facility that collects ferrous and non-ferrous metals
for recycling. After collection, metals are sorted by grade and size, shredded, and sold to other
companies for recycling. There is no significant processing of the metals at this facility other
than size reduction.

The industrial activity at the plant is exposed to stormwater and the discharge location is the
Duwamish River (See attachment A, Facility Map of 5/11/10 Inspection). The facility is
currently operating under NPDES Individual Permit No. WAOO3 1968.

IV. Owner and Operator Information

Seattle Iron & Metals Corp. is owned by the Sidell family, and currently operated by Ed
Armstrong (due to passing of Eric Paul in August).

V. Compliance History

See May 11, 2010 Inspection report for detailed compliance history review.

VI. Scope of Inspection

This inspection consisted of an opening conference to conduct initial introductions and to
discuss the purpose and expectations of the air inspection and NPDES compliance follow-up,
review of applicable records, facility tour, and a closing conference to discuss compliance
related concerns.

VII. Inspection Entry

I first arrived at the site on December 2, 2010 and met with Melissa McAfee of Puget Sound
Clean Air Agency outside of the SIM facility. The purpose of this visit was to observe an air
inspection by Melissa McAfee and to conduct a follow up inspection to previous NPDES
inspections as EPA continues to track the development of this multimedia case.

Shortly after arriving outside the facility we entered the main administrative building and
announced our presence to the teller who notified the appropriate individual. We met Ed
Armstrong, Ferrous/Maintenance Manager and John Franklin, Stormwater Treatment System
Operator and explained the purpose of our visit and presented our respective credentials.
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VIII. Inspection Findin%s

After the opening conference we proceeded to talk with Mr. Armstrong and Mr. Franklin about
their air pollution control measures and reviewed relevant records. We then went outside and
Mr. Armstrong visually described the efforts. Mr. Armstrong required leave and so Mr.
Franklin talked ifirther with us in the office about stormwater control then gave us brief tour of
the facility highlighting important stormwater features.

A. Air Pollution Control Measures Related to NPDES
Deposition of particulates on the roofs of buildings on-site for which stormwater mn-off
goes directly to city stormwater lines had been identified as a concern during a previous
inspection on May 11, 2010 and there are plans to address this concern through a voluntary
agreement with Seattle Public Utilities. Mr. Armstrong told us he had recently had all the
roofs, gutters, and downspouts cleaned. He provided a receipt included with this inspection
as Attachment A. Mr. Franklin noted that most of the debris was in the gutters.

Ms. McAfee asked Mr. Armstrong to describe how the shredder works and the process for
limiting release of particulates to the air. He described the shredder as an auto-assisted feed
that is Programmable Logic Controller (PLC) controlled (see Attachment F, photo 2).
There is also PLC controlled water injection into the shredder that runs between 20 and 60
gallons per minute. They also have the ability to deluge the shredder with 500 gallons if
conditions call for it. Their process for feeding the shredder is to mix various types of
metal to limit wear on the shredder, alternating between harder metals such as crushed cars
and more easily shred items as loose metal material. He said this reduces heat and stress on
the shredder. The water injected into the shredder that doesn’t steam off is collected by the
stormwater system. Per request from Ms. McAfee, Mr. Armstrong provided activity logs,
included with this inspection as Attachment C, for the days that EPA air testing was
conducted. He also said that we would provide more specific daily production reports,
included with this inspection as Attachment D, from the shredder for the same dates post-
inspection as he could not locate all of them before he needed to leave.

Mr. Armstrong then took us outside and visually pointed out the various elements of the
shredder including the conveyer belt feed-in, the main shredder compartment, and bag
house where air particulates from the shredder are collected.

(see attachment E, Ms. McAfee’s Final Inspection Report for additional inspection details)

B. Storm water Control

Mr. Armstrong described another element of an agreement with SPU that his company is
carrying out to attempt to reduce off-site stormwater discharges to the city stormwater lines.
SIM has a sweeper truck that they use to sweep the street and entrance of the facility. They
try to do so every night. He also mentioned that there had been discussion on a tire wash
and that he felt there was insufficient space between the truck scales and the public right of
way at the entrance of the facility. He said he was under the impression that SPU, Ecology
and EPA felt the same way. When asked if he had had any engineers or consultants review
this issue he noted it is apparent that there is not enough room for large trucks to be
thoroughly cleaned before entering the roadway. (see attachment F, photo 1).
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We finished our questions for Mr. Armstrong and after he required leave Mr. Franklin gave
of a guided tour of the stormwater system covering the main components including location
of access to underground elements of treatment system and its outfall location (see
Attachment F, photos 3 and 4). He also guided us to areas of the facility adjacent to the
shredder including to view both docks at the facility (see Attachment F, photos 5-10). Mr.
Franklin noted that the vortex pretreatment had been installed at the end of September. He
could not characterize if the pretreatment had had an effect on the effectiveness of the
treatment process at this time. (see Ms. McAfee’s Final inspection report as attachment E of
this report and EPA’s 5/11/2010 Inspection report for additional details of the stormwater
treatment system.)

IX. Areas of Concern

We conducted a walkthrough of the facility and review of shredder operating records.
Observations during the inspection included the identification of one area of concern as
described below.

A. Storm water Controls on Docks

Section Si .B of the Permit states that “beginning on the effective date of this permit and
lasting through the expiration date, the Permittee is authorized to discharge stormwater
discharges at the permitted location....” During the walkthrough it was noted that the
docks and adjacent paved areas slope not toward the stormwater contained industrial
working area that is discharged through the permitted location but toward the Duwamish
River. There appeared to be a lack of stormwater controls to prevent direct runoff into the
waterway. At the time of the inspection no direct stormwater discharge from this area was
observed.

X. Closing Conference

A short closing conference was held with Mr. Franklin at the time of inspection. We ensured
any questions were answered and Ms. McAfee gave Mr. Franklin her Compliance Status
Report, included with this inspection as Attachment B, with a request for the daily production
reports.

*Ms. McAfee’s final inspection report given to the facility is included with this report as
Attachment E.

Report Completion Date:

Lead Inspector Signature:
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XI. Attachments
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A. Roof Cleaning Receipt
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B. PSCAA Compliance Status Report



PugetSound Clean Air
1904 3rd Avenue, Suite 105

Seattle, WA 98101-3317

Evaluation Date: 12—2— 10

Case No Registration No Name

n
Responsible Person, Title

4 ‘r,J Mn
Location (Address) .J City, Zip County

&ois,t4,a-/c-1- 5ea1le °/?L08 1KitQ6-
Mailing Address City, State. Zip Phone

zob —

sc_n-ic—

D I observed no violations of our Agency’s regulations during my inspection in the areas I inspected.

%i( I need more information. Please submit the following information by: C

/t4-IS-3O, t*V2-5, a-viOl 7JXc7_5,2OID

(1Z?j1 is)

) Ceyui’i‘flaC -Iv ? QSza-*-Itiñtt c&t S-I- Is
(gtI gj5)

Issued by: M kk
W SSavY’I @psck w2aj’r.

Date/Time: fl-—i—jo
--tk ScJin,k I &.krvhl, OtC%’tkG4ffljCV

Signing this document is not an admission of guilt

pscleanair.org
Puget Sound Clean Air Agency

Agency

Compliance Status Report

phone 206-343-8800 I 1-800-552-3565 fax 206-343-7522

Time: )L4Z5

Received by: C2LeØtt%-4t%
— signature

Qn\A
print name

Form No. 70-182 Compliance Status Report Rev. 4/12/07 MAP:LSS
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C. Activity Logs
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SHREbbER

0 & M ACTIVITY LOG
FOR THE MONTH OF’ V• ZOI

VISUAL INSPECTIONS PRESSURE

EXHAUST GAUGE MILL

VISIBLE STACK DUST NORMAL WATER

DATE/RUN EMISSIONS EMISSIONS ACCUM. RANGE SYSTEMS

V N Y N V N Y N V N CHECK NOTES

T v V
2v’
3
4
5
6
7
8
9
10
11
12
13
14
15
16
17
18
19

20
21
22
23
24
25
26
27
28
29
30

Corrective Actions Taken:

0 M Activity Log
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B. Daily Production Reports
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Daily Shredder Report

C

DATE: 10115/2010
LOCATION: Simco
SHIFT: day

Scheduled Start: 6:30

Operator: MATTI]UAN
Supervisor: ROGER

Crane Operator ADOLFO
Laborers LUIS

Scheduled Stop: 16:00

Actual Start:
Non-Scheduled Hours

6:41 Actual Stop: 16:30
(Total for PM, Maintenance, Lunch, & EquIpment Shortage):

Scheduled Hours:
Available Hours:

8.00
8.00

Run Time: 6.75
Down Time: 1.25

I #Men

16.6%

Weight (CT) Per
Runnino Hr.

2
3
4
5
6
7
8
9

10

Downtime Re cord
Stop Start MInutes Lost Code Comments

6:41 AM 6:48 AM Waiting fOr crane
Cut ??? On IF
Car chute lam

12:00PM 12:30PM 30 Lunch
Piece stuck on front of box

Total (Mm. I His. I Dift (Hrs.)) 56 0.93

10:00 AM
10:48 AM

3:30 PM

10:08 AM
1.0:69 AM

7
8

11

CODES: INF = Intend Conveyor; P0K = Picking Conveyor; STA = Stacking Conveyor; FLU Fluff Conveyor; ELV Elevating Conveyor; SCA = Scalping Conveyor;

SHA = Shaker; FOR = Feed Roil; MAO = Magnet; ELE = Electrical; HYD = Hydraulic; MIL = MIt;

SHC = Shook Cylinders; CRA = Crane; LDR = Loader; BAR = Barge Conveyor

2Hr. 4Hr. — 8Jtr. I lOHr. I l2Hr.

Scale: A (Good) To D (Bad)

COMMENTS:

I % AvailabIlIty: I % UtIlization I % Down time
Weight (CT) Per

Scheduled Hr.

F 100.0% I 844% I 15.6% 103.25 103.26 122.37

Weight (CT) Per
Available Hr.

Total
Man-His

-

8 J 64.00

ENTER AVG WEIGHT
PER HULK (Ibs)

2000
PER GRAPPLE fibs)

1800

2 Hr. 4 Hr. 6 Hr. 8 Hr. 10 Hr. 12 Hr. I Total WEIGHT COT)

Hulks(#) 1.17 104,46

Sheet iron (Grapples) 0 0.00

Stainless (OT) 0 0.00

Other (GT) 0 0.00

Bearing Temp (F) 826,00

OUTPUT

Quality
Density
cleanliness
Productivity
Copper

MMMI .O2-C4.13.O0
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Daily Shredder Report

0

DATE: 10/18/2010
LOCATION: Simco
SHIFT: day

Scheduled Start: 6:30

Operator: MATT/JUAN
Supervisor: ED

Crane Operator ADOLFO
Laborers LUJS

Scheduled Stop: 16:00

Actual Start: 6:45 Actual Stop: 17:50

Non-Scheduled Hours: (Total for PM Maintenance, Lunch, & Equipment Shortage):

___________________

Scheduled Hours: 8,00
Available Hours: 8.00

Run Time: 6.75
Down Time: 1.25

I #Men

Weight (OT) Per
Running Hr.

CODES: NF = infeed Conveyor; PCK = Picking Conveyor; STA = Stacking Conveyor: FLU = Fluff Conveyor; ELV Elevating Conveyor: SCA = Scalping Conveyor

SHA = Shaker; FOR Feed Roil; MAG Magnet; ELE = Electrical; HYD Hydraulic; MIL = Mill;

LDR Loader;

COMMENTS:

2Hr. 4 Hr. 6 Hr. 8 Hr 10 Hr. 12 Hr.

Quality
Density
Cleanliness
Productivity
Copper

Scale: A (Good) To D (Bad)

Calibrated Scale Before Start
Explotion 3:31
No scale mornIng 7:03
No scale all day load all broken

I % Availability: I % Utlliatlon I % Down time
Weight (OT) Per

Scheduled Hr.
100.0% 84.4% I 15.6% I 68.75 68.75 81.48

15.6%

WeIght (OT) Per
Available Hr.

Total
Man-Hrs

8 J 64.00

2Hr.

ENTER AVG WEIGHT
PER HULK (Ibs)

2000
PER GRAPPLE (Ibs)

1800

4 Hr. 6 Hr. 8 Hr. 10 Hr.

j Hulks (#) 138 123.21

Isheet Iron (Grapples) .
0 0.00

Stainless (GT) 0 0.00

[2her (GT) 0 0.00

BearIng Temp (F) EST 550.00

12 Hr. Total

OUTPUT

WEIGHT (GT

2
3
4
5
6
7
8
9

10

____________

Downtime Record
Stop Start Minutes Lost Code Comments

6:45 AM 6:53 AM 8 No Crane

6:59 AM 7:05 AM 6 2nd Mag Arm Jam

9:48 AM 9:00 AM 2 Thermal

10:15 AM 10:20 AM 5 Big P21st Transfer

10:22 AM 12:00 PM 98 Check lB Recurring I Let motor idle shut off motor

12:00 PM 12:30 PM 30 Lunch

2:16 PM 2:21 PM 2 Thermal

3:33 PM 3:40 PM 7 BIg P2 1st Transfer

3:50 PM 4:00 PM 10 Break

5:05 PM 5:11 PM 6 Big Piece

TotaJ (Mm. If Irs.I Diff (Hrs.)) 174 2.90

SI-IC = Shock Cindsrs; CRA = Crane; BAR = Barge Conveyor

MMMI -012-04.13-00
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Daily Shredder Report

DATE: 1017912010
LOCATION: Simco
SHIFT: day

Scheduled Start: 6:30

Actual Start: 6:42
Non-Saheduied Hours:

Operator: MATTI]UAN
Supervisor: ROGER

Crane Operator ADOLFO
Laborers CUES

Scheduled Stop: 16:00

Actual Stop: 17:50
(Total for PM, Maintenance, Lunch, & Equipment Shortage):

Scheduled Hours:
Available Hours:

8.00
8.00

Run Time: 6.75
Down Time: 1,25

Total

______________

Man-Hrs

I 8 64.00

ENTER AVG WEIGHT
PER HULK (ibs)

2000
PER GRAPPLE (ibs)

1800

WeIght (GT) Per
Runninq Hr.

2 Hr. 4Hr 6Hr. 8 Hr. 10 Hr. 12 Hr. I Total WEIGHT tOT).

2
3
4
5
6
7
8
9

10

Stop
6:52AM
8:51 AM
12:00 PM
1:06PM
1:20 PM
3:50 PM

Start
6:55AM
9:16 AM
12:30 PM
1:10 PM
1:27 PM
4:00 PM

Minutes Lost
3
19
30
5
7

Code
Downtime Record

10

74 1.23Total (Mm. Il-irs,! Diff(Hrs.))

CODES: NP = lnfeed Conveyor; PCK = Picking Conveyor; STA Stacking Conveyor: FLU Fluff Conveyor; CLV = Elevating Conveyor; SCA Scalping Conveyor;

SHA = Shaker; FOR = Feed Roll; MAO a Magnet; ELE = Electrical; HYD Hydraulic; MIL = MIII;

SHC = Shock CylInders; CRA = Crane; LDR Loader;. BAR = Barge Conveyor

Comments
DFR Shutoff
Weld Oil Leak on DFR
Lunch
Bigf 1st Transfer
No crane
Break

GuaIity
Density

2Hr.

Cleanliness
Productivity
Copper

4 Hr. 6 Hr. 8Hr. I lOHr. I l2Hr.

—I

COMMENTS:

Scale: A (Good) To D (Bad)

No Scale

I % Availability: e,, Utilization I % Down time
Weight (GT) Per

Scheduled Hr.

I #Men

I 100.0% 84.4% I 15.6% I 79.38 79.38 94.07
15.6%

Weight tOT) Per
Available Hr.

Hulks(#) 132 117.86

Sheet Iron (Grapples) 0 0.00

Stainless (GT) 0 0.00

Other (GT) 0 0.00

Bearing Temp (F) EST 635,00

OUTPUT

MMMI -012-04-13-00
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Daily Shredder Report

0

DATE: 1012012010
LOCATION: Simco
SHIFT: day

Scheduled Start: 6:30

Actual Start: 6:46
Non-Scheduled Hours:

Scheduled Hours: 8.00
Available Hours: 8.00

Operator: MATTIJUAN
Supervisor: ROGER

Crane Operator ADOLFO
Laborers LUIS

Scheduled Stop: 16:00

Actual Stop: 17:35
(Total for PM, Maintenance, Lunch, & Equipment Shortage):

_____________________

Run Time: 6.76
Down Time: 1.25

COMMENTS:

2
3
4
5
6
7
8
9

10

Weight fGT) Per
RunnhigHr.

71.85

CODES: INF = Infeed Conveyor; PCK = Picking Conveyor; STA = Stacking Conveyor; FLU = Fluff Conveyor; SLy = Elaveting Conveyor: SCA = Scalping Conveyor;

SHA = Shaker; FOR = Feed Roll; MAG = Magnet; ELE = Electrical; HYD = HydraulIc; MIL = Mill;

COR = Loader;

OUTPUT

WEIGHT (GT)

I % Avaliabiiitv: I % Utiiization I % Down time
I 1 00.0% I 84.4% I 1 6.6%

Weight tOT) Pet
Scheduled Hr

I #Men

15.6%

Weight (GT) Per
Available Hr.

Total
Man-Hrs

60.63 60.63

I 8 L 64.00

ENTER AVG WEIGHT
PER HULK (I1,s)

2000
PER GRAPPLE tibsi

2 Hr. 4 Hr

1800

6 Hr. 8 Hr. 10 Hr.

Hulksf#) 116 103.57

Sheet Iron (Grapples) 0 0.00

Stainless (GT) 0 0.00

Other (GT) 0 0.00

Bearing Temp (F) EST 485.00

12 Hr. Total

Downtime Record
Stop Start Minutes Lost Code Comments

8:19 AM 8:26 AM 7 Cat Chute lam
8:31 AM 9:31 AM 60 Mill HPN High Temp
9:51 AM 10:46 AM 55 2 box stockI sorting ripped
12:00 PM 12:30 PM 30 lunch
2:30 PM 2:35 PM 5 big piece

3:28 PM 3:32 PM 4 bIg piece
3:50 PM 4:00 PM 10 break
4:09 PM 4:14 PM 5 2nd transfer
5:35 PM broken flights on IF

Total (Mm. I Hrs. I Duff (Hrs.)) 176 2.93

SHC a Shock Cylinders; CRA = Crane; BAR = Barge•Conveyor

2Hr. 4 Hr. 6 Hr. 8 Hr. 10 Hr. 12 Hr.
Quality
Density
Cleanliness
Productivity
Copper

Scale: A (Good) To D (Bad)

Start running skeletor 3:02-3:15
No Scale

MMMI -012-04-13-00
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Daily Shredder Report

0

DATE: 7 0/27/2010
LOCATION: Simco
SHIFT: day

Scheduled Start: 6:30

Actual Start: 6:43
Non-Scheduled Hours:

Scheduled Hours: 8.00
Available Hours: 8,00

Operator: MAlT/JUAN
Supervisor: ED

Crane Operator ADOLFO
Laborers LUIS

Scheduled Stop: 16:00

Actual Stop: 16:00
(Total for PM, Maintenance, Lunch, & Equipment Shortage):

Run Time: 6.75
Down Time: 1.25

ENTER AVG WEIGHT
PER HULK (ibs)

2000
PER GRAPPLE (ibs)

1800

2
3
4
S
6
7
8
9

10

Ston
6:43 AM
7:04 AM
10:01 AM
11:06 AM
12:00 PM
1:03 PM

Start
6:47AM
7:08AM
10:07 AM
11:08AM
12:30 PM
1:08 PM

Minutes Lost
4
4
6
2
30
5

Code
Downtime Record

Total (Mm. I Hrs. I Diff (HrsJ) 51 0.85

Comments
No Crane
Big Piece
No Crane
Sorting CNVR E Star
Lunch
Bia Piece

CODES: 1NF = inteed Conveyor; PCK Picking Conveyor STA = Stacking Conveyor; FLU = Fiuft Conveyor; ELV = Elevating Conveyor; SCA Scalping Conveyor;

SHA Shaker; FDR = Feed Roil; MAO = Magnet; ELE = Electrical; HYD = Hydraulic; MIL = Miii;

SHC = Shock Cylinders; CRA = Crane; LOR = Loader: BAR = Barge Conveyor

Quality
Density
Cleanliness
Productivity

--

Copper

10 Hr.

Scale: A (Good) To D (Bad)

COMMENTS:

¾ AvailabIlity: I ¾ Utilization ¾ Down time
Weight (CT) Per

Scheduled Hr.

I

I 100.0% 84.4% I 15,6% 74.38 I 74.38 88.16
15.6%

Weight (CT) Per
Available Hr.

Total
Man-Hrs

8 64.00

Weight (CT) Per --

Runnlna Hr.

2 Hr. — 4 Hr. 6 Hr. 8 Hr. 10 Hr. 12 Hr. I Total WEIGHT tOT)

Hulks(#) 117 99.11

heet iron (Grapples) 0 0.00

Stainless COT) 0 0.00

Other(GT) 0 0.00

Bearing Temp (F) EST 595.00

OUTPUT

2Hr. 4Hr. 6 Hr. 8 Hr. 12 Hr.

MMMI -012-04-13-00



0

Daily Shredder Report

DATE: 1012212010
LOCATION: Simco
SHIFT: day

Scheduled Start: 6:30

Operator: MATTIJUAN
Supervisor: ED

Crane Operator ADOLFO
Laborers LUIS

Scheduled Stop: 16:00

Actual Start:
Non-Scheduled Hours:

6:42 Actual Stop: 16:00
(Total for PM, Maintenance, Lunch, & Equipment Shortage): 4.00

Run Time: 3.50
Down Time: 4.50

1

2 Hr. 4Hr. 6Hr. 8Hr. lOHr. 12 Hr. I WEIGHT (GT)

COMMENTS:

2
3
4
5
6
7
8
3

10

6:50 AM
12:00 PM

10:50 AM
12:30 PM

240
30

Total (Mm. I Hrs. I Duff (Hrs.)) 270

CODES; NP = infeed Conveyor; PCK = Picking Conveyor; CIA = Stacking Conveyer; FLU = Fluff Conveyor; ELV = Elevating Conveyor; SCA = Scalping Conveyor;

SHA = Shaker; FOR = Feed Rol; MAC = Magnet; ELE = Electrical; HYD = Hydraulic; MIL= MiN;

SHC = Shock Cylinders; CRA = Crane; LDR Loader; BAR Barge Conveyor

Scheduled Hours:
Available Hours:

8.00
3.00

I % Availability: I % Utilization I % Down time
Weight (CT) Pet

Scheduled Hr.

#Men

37.5% I 116.7% 150.0% 1 37.13 99.00 84.86
150.0%

Weight (CT) Per
Available Hr.

Total
Man-Hrs

8 64,00

Weight (CT) Pot
Running Hr.

ENTER AVG WEIGHT
PER HULK (ibs)

2000
PER GRAPPLE (ibs)

1800

Hulksf#) 96 86.71

Sheet Iron (Grapples) 0 0.00

Stainless (GT) 0 0.00

Other(GT) 0 0.00

Beating Temp (F) EST 297,00

OUTPUT

Downtime Record
Stop Start Minutes Lost Code Comments

Lunch
Big Piece / ChangeS Hammersl 2 end disc caps

4,60

2Hr. 4 Hr. 6 Hr. 8 Hr. 10 Hr. 12 Hr.

Quality
Density
Cleanliness
Productivity
Copper

Scale: A (Good) To D (Bad)

Car Explotion 1:38

MMMt -O12..O4l3OO



0

Daily Shredder Report

C

DATE: 1012512010
LOCATION: Simco
SHIFT: day

Scheduled Start: 6:30

Actual Start: 6:49
Non-Scheduled Hours:

Scheduled Hours: 13.00
Available Hours: 10.90

Operator: MATTIJUAN
Supervisor: ED

Crane Operator ADOLFO
Laborers LUIS

Scheduled Stop: 18:00

Actual Stop: 17:50
(Total for PM, Maintenance, Lunch, & Equipment Shortage): 2.10

Run Time: 8.00
Down Time: 2.72

I % Availability: I °/ Utilization I °h Down time I

2 Hr. 4Hr. 6Hr. 8Hr. lOHr. 12 Hr. I Total WEIGHT (GI)

I
2
3
4
5
6
7
8
9

10
163 2.72

CODES: INF = intend Conveyor; PCK = Picking Conveyor; ETA = Stacking Conveyor; FLU = Fluff Conveyor; ELy = Elevating Conveyor; SCA = Scalping Conveyor;

COMMENTS;

SHA = Shaker; FOR = Feed Rog; MAO = Magnet;

SHC = Shock Cylinders; CRA = Crane; LDR = Loader;

ELE = Electrical; HYD Hydrauflc;

BAR Barge Conveyor

MIL = Mill;

Weight (CT) Per
Scheduled Hr.

I #Men

83.8% - 73.4% 250% I 54.62 65.14 88.76
26.0%

WeIght COT) Per
Available Hr.

Total
Man-Hrs

I 8 J 104.00

Weight (CT) Per
Runnina Hr.

ENTER AVG WEIGHT
PER HULK (Ibs)

2000
PER GRAPPLE fibs)

1800

Hulks(#) 192 171.43

Sheet Iron (Grapples) 0 0.00

Stainless (GT) 0 000

Other fGT) 0 0.00

Bearing Temp (F) EST 710.00

OUTPUT

Downtime Record
Stop Start Minutes Lost Code Comments

8:55 AM 9:05 AM 10 Tighten liner bolts
11:55 AM 1 2:00 PM 5 Big Piecelbroken hammer
1 2:00 PM 12:30 PM 30 Lunch
12:30 PM 2:06 PM 96 Change Hammer
2:35 PM 2:47 PM 12 Check

3:50 PM 4:00 PM 10 Break

Total (Mm. I Hrs. / Diff(Hrs.))

2Hr. 4Hr. 6Hr. 8Hr. 10 Hr. l2Hr.
Quality
Density
Cleanliness
Productivity
Copper

Scale: A (Good) To D (Bad)

Filled Rheostat befroe start
Scale guy here to fix scale

MMMI -012-04-13-00



0

Daily Shredder Report

0

DATE: 1012612010
LOCATION: Sirnco
SHIFT: day

Scheduled Start: 6:30

Operator: MATTIJUAN
Supervisor: ED

Crane Operator ADOLFO
Laborers LUIS

Scheduled Stop: 16:00

Actual Start: 6:43 Actual Stop: 18:00
Non-Scheduled Hours: (Total for PM, Maintenance, Lunch, & Equipment Shortage): 0,60

Scheduled Hours: 9,00
Available Hours: 8.60

Run Time: 6.76
Down Time: 0.80

COMMENTS:

ENTER AVG WEIGHT
PER HULK (ibs)

2000
PER GRAPPLE (Ibs)

1800

CODES: 1NF = infeed Conveyor; PCK = Picking Conveyor; STA = Stacking Conveyor; FLU = Fluff Conveyor; ELV = Elevating Conveyor; SCA= Snalping Conveyor;

FOR = Feed Roil; MAG = Magnet; ELE = Electrical; HYD = Hydrautie;

SHC = Shock Clinders; CRA = Crane; LDR = Loader; BAR = Barge Conveyor

I % Availability: I % Utilization I 0/,, Down time
Weight (CT) Per

Scheduled Hr.

#Men

944% I 79.4% I 9.4% 79.89 I 84.59 ] 106.52
9.4%

Weight (CT) Per
Available Hr.

Total
Man-Hrs

I 8 72.00

Weight (CT) Per
Running Hr.

2 Hr. 4 Hr. 6 Hr. 8 Hr.
Hulks(#) 125 111.61

Sheet Iron (Grapples) 0 0.00
Stainless (GT) 0 0.00
Other (GT) 0 0.00

Bearing Temp (F) ADJ 719.00

10 Hr. 12 Hr. I Total

OUTPUT

WEIGHT (GT)’

12:00 PM
5:30 PM

12:30 PM

Downtime Record

11:26 AM 11:33 AM 8 Big P2 1st Transfer

5:40 PM

Stop Start Minutes Lost Code Comments

2
3
4
5
6
7
8
9

10

30
10

Lunch
2nd Transfer running out of track

Total (Mm. I Hrs. I Duff fHrs.)) 48

SHA = Shaker;

0.80

M1L = MPh;

2Hr. 4Hr. 6Hr. BHr. lOHr. l2Hr.
Quality
Density
Cleanliness
Productivity
Copper

Scale: A (Good) To D (Bad)

Start run skeletor 3:004:16

MMMI -012-04-13-00



0

Daily Shredder Report

0

DATE: 1012712010
LOCATION: Simco
SHIFT: day

Scheduled Start: 6:30

Actual Start: 6:46
Non-Scheduled Hours:

Scheduled Hours: 9.00
Available Hours: 7.60

Operator: MATT/JUAN —

Supervisor: ED
Crane Operator ADOLFO

Laborers LUIS

Scheduled Stop: 18:00

Actual Stop: 17:50
(Total for PM, Maintenance, Lunch, & Equipment Shortage): 1.50

Run Time: 6.75
Down Time: 1.25

Total
# Men Man-Hrs

8 7200

____________

Downtime Record
Stop Start Minutes Lost Code Comments

6:57 AM 7:05 AM 8 Stop 1st Transfer

7:22 AM 8:40 AM 78 Stop 1st Transfer! Track belt

10:46 AM 10:53 AM 7 2nd Transfer

11:08AM 11:12AM 3 BlgPiece

12:00 PM 12:30 PM SO Lunch

12:41 PM 12:55 PM 14 2nd Transfer Track

1:31 PM 1:39 PM B Car Chute Jam

2:16 PM 2:16 PM 1 Big Piece

2:34 PM 2:40 PM 6 2nd Transfer Track

3:50 PM 4:00 PM 10 Break
4:50 PM 4:62 PM 2 Thermal

Total (Mm. I I-irs.! 01ff fHrs.)) 167 2.78

CODES: INF = intend Conveyor; PCK = Picking Oonveyor; STA = Stacking Conveyor; FLU Fluff Conveyor; ELy = Elevating Conveyor; SCA Scalping Conveyor;

SI-IA = Shaker; FOR = Feed Roll; MAG Magnet; BCE = Electdc&; HYD = Hydrauo: MIt = MIII;

SHC = Shock Cylinders; CRA = Crane; COR = Loader; BAR Barge Conveyor

2Hr. 4Hr. 6Hr. 8Hr. lOHr. l2Hr.

Quality
Density
Cleanliness
Productivity
Copper

• Scale: A (Good) To D (Bad)

COMMENTS:

I % Avaiiabliltv: I ¾ UtilIzation I ¾ Down time

Weight (OT) Per
Scheduled Hr

‘ 83.3% I 90.0% I 16.7% 73.11 I 87.73 97,48

16.7%

Weight (GT) Pei
Available Hr.

Weight fGT) Per
Runnina Hr.

ENTER AVG WEIGHT
PER HULK (Ibs)

2000
PER GRAPPLE (Ibs)

2 Hr. 4Hr.

1800

6 Hr. 8 Hr. 10 Hr.

Huiks(#) 196 175.00

Sheet iron (Grapples) 0 0.00

Stainless (OT) 0 0,00

Other (GT) 0 0.00

BearIng Temp f F) 658.00

12 Hr. Total

OUTPUT

WEIGHT (ØT)

I
2
3
4
5
6
7
$
9

10
11

MMMI -012-04-13-DO



0

Daily Shredder Report

0

DATE: 10/28/2010
LOCATION: Simco
SHIFT: day

Scheduled Start: 6:30

Operator: MATTIJUAN
Supervisor: ED

Crane Operator ADOLFO
Laborers LUIS

Scheduled Stop: 16:00

Actual Start:
Non-Scheduled Hours:

7:41 Actual Stop: 15:22
(Total for PM, Maintenance, Lunch, & EquIpment Shortage): 0.50

2
3
4
5
6
7
8
9

10

Stop
10:18 AM
12:00 PM
1:02 PM
1:51 PM
2:00 PM
3:08 PM
3:22 PM

Start
10:20 AM
12:30 PM
1:07 PM
1:58 PM
2:50 PM
3:13 PM

Total (Mm. / Hrs. I Duff (Hrs.))

Run TIme: 6,75
Down Time: 1,25

COMMENTS:

CODES: INF = Infead Conveyor; PCK = Picking Conveyor; STA = Stacking Conveyor; FLU = Fluff Conveyor; ELV = Elevating Conveyor; SCA = Scalping Conveyor;

SHA Shaker; FDR = Feed Rot; MAG = Magnet; BCE = Electrical; HYD = Hydreuflc; MIL = ME;

Scheduled Hours: 9.00
Available Hours: 8.50

% Availability: % Utilization % Down time
Weight (GT) Per

Scheduled Hr.

I #Men

94.4% I 79.4% 14.7% I 65.11 68.94 [ 86,81
14.7%

Weight(GT) Per
Available Hr.

Total
Man-Hrs

8 J 72.00

Weight (GT) Per
Runnina Hr

ENTER AVG WEIGHT
PER HULK fibs)

2 Hr.

2000
PER GRAPPLE fibs)

1800

4Hr. 6 Hr. 8 Hr. 10 Hr.

Hulks(#) 0 0.00

Sheet Iron (Grapples) 0 0.00

Stainless tOT) 0 0.00

Other (GT) 0 0.00

Bearing Temp (F) AD] 586.00

12 Hr. Total

OUTPUT

WEIGHT (ST)

Minutes Lost
2

Cede

30
5
7

Car tonage stuck
Comments

Lunch

7
5

Car Chute ]arn

Downtime Record

Vibrator #2
BIgf2lst lisfer

Bj P2 1st Transfer

56

1st Non Ferrous running out! ripped Changed Belt

0.93

SHC Shock Cylinders; CRA = Crane; CDR = Loader; EAR Barge Conveyor

2Hr. 4 Hr. 6 Hr. 8 Hr. 10 Hr. 12 Hr.

Quality
Density
Cleanliness
Productivity
Copper

Scale: A (Good) To D (Bad)

Worked on 2nd transfer before start

shut down mill 3:28
Car Explosion 10:34

MMMI -0l2-O4J3-OO



0

Daily Shredder Report

0

DATE: 10129/2010
LOCATION: Simco
SHIFT: day

Scheduled Start: 6:30

Operator: MATTIJUAN
Supervisor: ED

Crane Operator ADOLFO
Laborers LUIS

Scheduled Stop: 16:00

Actual Start: 6:42 Actual Stop: 15:50

Non-Scheduled Hours: (Total for PM, Maintenance Lunch, & Equipment Shortage): 1.50

Scheduled Hours: 8,00

_________________

Available Hours: 6.60

________________

_______________

Total

_______________

Man-Hrs
8 J 64.00 PER GRAPPLE (Ibs)

1800

1
2
3
4
5
6
7
8
9

10

Stop
7:21 AM
7:27AM
8:21 AM

10:10 AM
11:43 AM
2:32 PM

Start
7:24AM
7:35 AM
8:27 AM
12:00 AM
1:28PM
2:41 PM

Minutes Lost
3
8
6
6

105
11

Code Comments
Check oil leak
2nd tra!jam
Bia Piece
No Crane
Clear Belts for zorba / Run Zorba I Lunch! Clear Bin

Downtime Record

3:00 PM 3:03 PM 3

141 2.35Total (Mm. I Firs. I Duff (Hrs.)l

CODES: INF = inteed Conveyor; PCK = Picking Conveyor; eTA Stacking Conveyor; FLU Fluft Conveyor: ECV = Elevating Conveyor; SCA = Scalping Conveyor;

SI-IA = Shaker; FDR = Feed Roil; MAO = Magnet; BCE = Electrical; HYD = Hydraulic; MIL = Miii;

SHC = Shock Cylinders; CRA = crane; LDR = Loader; BAR = Barge Conveyor

2nd Transfer
Car Chute Jam

Quality
Density
Cleanliness

2Hr. 4 Hr. 6Hr. 8Hr. 10 Hr. I l2Hr,

ProductIvity
Conner

COMMENTS:

Scale: A (Good) To D (Bad)

Start wash Zorba 12:30-13:06

¾ Avaliablllty: % Utilization % Down time
81,3% 100.0% 19.2%

Run Time: 6.50
Down Time: 1.25

#Men

Weight (OT) Per Weight (GT) Per
Scheduled Hr. Available Hr.

66.00 81.23
19.2%

Weight tOT) Per
Runnina Hr.

81.23 I

ENTER AVG WEIGHT
PER HULK (ibs)

2000

2Hr. 4Hr, 6Hr. 8Hr. 10 Hr. 12 Hr. Total

Hulks(#) 192 171.43

Sheet Iron (Grapples) 0 0.00

Stainless (OT) 0 0,00

Other (GT) 0 0.00

Bearing Temp (F) AD] 628.00

OUTPUT

WEIGHT(GT)

MMMI -012-04-13-00



0

Daily Shredder Report

0

DATE: 11/2/2010
LOCATION: Simco
SHIFT: day

Scheduled Start: 6:30

Operator: MATTIJUAN
Supervisor: ED

Crane Operator ADOLFO
Laborers LUIS

Scheduled Stop: 16:00

Actual Start: 7:40 Actual Stop: 18:50

Non-Scheduled Hours: (Total for PM, MaIntenance, Lunch, & Equipment Shortage): 3.50

Scheduled Hours:
Available Hours:

900
5,50

Run Time: 5.50
Down Time: 3.93

PER GRAPPLE fibs)
1800

Weight fGT) Per
Running Hr.

COMMENTS:

CODES: INF Infeed Conveyor; PCK Picking Conveyor; STA = Slacking Conveyor; FLU = Fluff Conveyor; ELV = Elevating Conveyor; SCA = Scalping conveyor;

SHA = Shaker; FOR = Feed RoIt; MAO = Magnet; 5CC = ElacIrIcal; HYD = HydraulIc; MIL = MIII;

LDR = Loader;

I % Availability: I % Utilization I % Down time
Weight (GT) Per

Scheduled Hr.

I #Men

61.1% 1 100.0% I 71.5% 66.44 I 108.73 108.73
71.5%

Weight (GT) Pet
Available Hr.

Total
Man-Hrs

8 72.00

ENTER AVG WEIGHT
PER HULK (Ibs)

2000

2 Hr. 4Hr. 6 Hr. 8 Hr. 10 Hr.

Hulks (#) 193 172.32

Sheet Iron (Grapples) 0 0.00

Stainless (GT) 0 0.00

Other (GT) 0 0.00

Bearing Temp (F) 698.00

12 Hr.

7:47AM

Total

OUTPUT

WEIGHT tGT)

8:17 AM
7:63 AM

10:41 AM
8:24AM

Downtime Re Cord

8

12:00 PM
11:51 AM

I
2
3
4
5
6
7
8
9

10

7

12:48 PM
12:30 PM

70

3:39 PM
2:00 PM

30

6:26 PM
4:22PM

72

6:32 PM 6

Stop Start Minutes Lost Code Comments
2nd transfer track. Under rail
Bl piece
Change RTD on otb R3D brng / motor shut down
lunch
changed wire leading to OB RTD

43 FIx miii HPU
Stov 1st Transfer

Total (Mm. I l rs.l Diff (Hrs.)) 236 3.93

SHC = Shock CylInders; CRA Crane; BAR Barge Conveyor

2Hr. 4 Hr. 6 Hr. 8 Hr. 10 Hr. 12 Hr.

Quality
Density
Cleanliness
Productivity
Copper

Scale: A (Good) To D (Bad)

Welded leak on DFR under car chute and washed windows
New Hammers

MMMI -012-04-f300



0

Daily Shredder Report

0

DATE: 111312010
LOCATION: Sirnco
SHIFT: day

Scheduled Start: 6:30

Operator: MATTIJUAN
Supervisor: ED

Crane Operator ADOLFO
Laborers LUIS

Scheduled Stop: 19:00

Actual Start: 6:43 Actual Stop: 18:60
Non-Scheduled Hours: (Total for PM, Maintenance, Lunch, & Equipment Shortage): 1.00

Scheduled Hours: 1250
Available Hours: 11.50

Run Time: 10.22
Down Time: 1,28

________________

Total
# Men Man-Hrs

8 100.00 PER GRAPPLE fibs)
1800

Weight (CT) Pet
Running Hr.

COMMENTS:

2
3
4
5
6
7
8
9

10

10:16 AM
10:56 AM

2:19 PM
2:42 PM
3:60 PM
4:26 PM
6:05 PM

11:00AM

2:31 PM
2:63 PM
4:00 PM
4:30 PM
6:11 PM

Total (Mm. I Hrs. I Diff (Hrs.))

CODES: 1NF = Infead Conveyor; PCK = Picking Conveyor; STA = Stacking Conveyor; FLU = Fluff Conveyor; CLV = Elevating Conveyor; SCA = Scalping Conveyor;

SHA = shaker; FDR = Feed Rot; MAG = Magnet; CCC = Electrical; HYD Hydraulic; MIC = MIII;

LDR = Loader;

I % Availability: I % UtilizatIon ¾ Down time
Weight (CT) Pet

Scheduled Hr.
92.0% I 88.9% I 111% 61.52 I 66.87 75.24

11.1%

Weight (GT)Pet
Available Hr.

ENTER AVG WEIGHT
PER HULK fibs)

2000

2 Hr. 4Hr. 6 Hr. 8 Hr. 10 Hr.
Hulks (#) 257 229.46

Sheet Iron (Grapples) 0 0.00
Stainless (OT) 0 0.00
Other (GT) 0 0.00

Bearing Temp (F) ADJ 769.00

12 Hr.

OUTPUT

Total WEIGHT tOT)

Downtime Re cord

4

12
1

10

Stop Start Minutes Lost Code Comments
8:05 AM 8:11 AM 6.00 Check OS RTR Brna RTD - Tiahten connections

10:19AM 4 BiaPiece
Big Piece

12:00 PM 12:30 PM 30 Lunch
2nd Tansfer out rail
2nd Tansfer out rail
Break

Track 2nd transfer
Big Piece

4
6

77 1.28

SHC = Shock Cylinders; CRA = Crane; BAR = Barge Conveyor

2Hr. 4 Hr. 6 Hr. 8 Hr. 10 Hr. 12 Hr.

Quality
Density
Cleanliness
Productivity
Copper

Scale: A (Good) To D (Bad)

8:50 - Car Explosion

MMMI -012-O4-130O



C

Daily Shredder Report

0

DATE: 111412010
LOCATION: Simco
SHIFT: day

Scheduled Start: 6:30

Operator: MATTIJUAN
Supervisor: ED

Crane Operator ADOLFO
Laborers LUIS

Scheduled Stop: 19:00

Actual Start:
Non-Scheduled Hours:

6:52 Actual Stop: 18:60
(Total for PM, Maintenance, Lunch, & Equipment Shortage): 1.26

Scheduled Hours:
Available Hours:

12.50
11.25

Run Time: 9.45
Down Time: 1.80

2
3
4
5
6
7
8
9

10

PER GRAPPLE (Ibs)
1800

Weight tOT) Per
Running Hr.

OUTPUT

COMMENTS:

CODES: INF = mined Conveyor; PCK = Picking Conveyor; STA = Stacking Conveyor; FLU = Fluff Conveyor; ELV = Elevating Conveyor SCA = Scalping Conveyor;

SHA = Shaker; FDR = Feed Roll; MAO = Magnet; ELE Electrical; HYD = Hydraulic; MIL MIN;

LDR = Loader;

I % Availability: I %Utilizatlon I Down time
Weight (GT) Per

Scheduled Hr.

I #Men

$ 90.0% 84.0% I 16.0% 67.84 I 76.38 89.74
16.0%

Weight (OT) Per
Available Hr

Total
Man-Hrs

8 100.00 I

ENTER AVG WEIGHT
PER HULK (Ibs)

2000

2 Hr. 4Hr. 6 Hr. 8 Hr. ‘10 Hr.
Hulks (#) 201 179,46

Sheet Iron (Grapples) 0 0.00

Stainless (GT) 0 0.00

Other fGT) 0 0.00

Bearing Temp (F) AD] 848.00

12 Hr. Total WEIGHT tGT)

____________

Downtime Record
Stop Start Minutes Lost Code Comments

7:29 AM 7:46 AM 17 Big piece
1 0:34 AM 1 0:36 AM 2 Thermal
11:44 AM 11:49 AM S 2nd mag vibrator trap
12:00PM 12:30 PM 30 Lunch
12:30 PM 12:56 PM 26 2nd mag drum shaker table

1:13 PM 1:16 PM 3 Big P2 lsttransfer
3:22 PM 3:33 PM 11 2nd Transfer
3:50 PM 4:00 PM 10 Break
5:36 PM 5:40 PM 4 Big piece

0
Total (Mm. I Hrs. I Duff (Hrs.)) 108 1.80

SHC = Shock Cylinders; CRA = Crane; BAR = Barge Conveyor

2Hr. 4 Hr. 6 Hr. 8 Hr. 10 Hr. 12 Hr.
Quality
Density
Cleanliness
Productivity
Copper

Scale: A (Good) To D (Bad)

Cleaned car chute out before start
8:32 Explosion - Bundle

MMMI -012-04-13-00



0

Daily Shredder Report

0

DATE: 111512010
LOCATION: Simco
SHiFT: day

Scheduled Start: 6:30

Operator: MATTIJUAN
Supervisor: ED

Crane Operator ADOLFO
Laborers LUIS

Scheduled Stop: 16:00

Actual Start:
Non-Scheduled Hours:

6:50 Actual Stop: 15:50
(Total for PM, Maintenance, Lunch, & Equipment Shortage): 1.00

Scheduled Hours: 9.50
Available Hours: .60

Run Time: 7.12
Down Time: 1.38

12 Hr. I Total WEIGHT (GT)

1
2
3
4
6
6
7
8
9

10
11

Total (Mm. I Hrs. I Duff (Hrs.))

Downtime Record

‘Stacking Conveyor;

COMMENTS:

FLU = Fluff Conveyor ELV = Elevating Conveyor; SCA = Scaing Conveyor;

BRA = Shaker; FOR = Feed Roll; MAG = Magnet;

SHC = Shock Cynders; CRA = Crane;

ELE = Electrical; HYD Hydraulic;

LDR Loader; BAR = Barge Conveyor

MIL = Mu;

1 % AvaIlability: ¾ UtIlization I ¾ Down time
Weight (OT) Per

Scheduled Hr.

I #Men

89.5%
- I 83.8% 16,2% 1 61.06 68.24 81.46

16.2%

Weight (GT) Per
Available Hr.

Total
Man-Hrs

8 76.00

Weight (GT) Per
Runnina Hr.

ENTER AVG WEIGHT
PER HULK fibs)

2000
PER GRAPPLE (Ibs)

2 Hr. 4 Hr. 6 Hr. 8 Hr.

1800

10 Hr.

HuIksf#) 110 98.21

Sheet Iron (Grapples) 0 0.00

Stainless (OT) 0 0.00

Other (GT) 0 0.00

Bearing Temp (F) 580.00

OUTPUT

Stop Start Minutes Lost Code Comments

7:07 AM 7:14AM 7 Big Piece

8:01 AM 8:07 AM 6 2nd transfer Jam

9:18 AM 9:23 AM 5 2nd transfer jam

9:34 AM 9:39 AM 5 stacker plugged

11:00AM 11:08AM 8 ietclearforskeietor

11:10 AM 11:12AM 2 clear out skeletors

11:47 AM 11:50 AM 3 BIg Piece

12:00 PM 12:30 PM 30 lunch

1:30 PM 1:36 PM 6 big p2 1st transfer

2:14 PM 2:20 PM 6 no crane

2:30 PM 2:35 PM 5 stacking chute jam
83 1,38

2Hr. 4 Hr. 6 Hr. 8 Hr. 10 Hr. 12 Hr.

Quality
Density
Cleanliness
Productivity
Copper

Scale: A (Good) To D (Bad)

washed windows beforestart
skeletors 11:05-11:10
shut down mlii motor 3:2Ô

MMMI -012-04.13-00



0

DAILY SHREDDER REPORT

0

DATE: 121212010
LOCATION: SIMCO
SHIFT: DAY

Scheduled Start: 6:30

Operator: MATTIJUAN
Supervisor: BRETT

Crane Operator ADOLFO
Laborers LUIS

Scheduled Stop: 16:00

Actual Start:
Non-Scheduled Hours:

6:39 Actual Stop: 17:50

(Total for PM, Maintenance, Lunch, & Equipment Shortage):

2
3
4
5
6
7
8
9

10
II

Run Time: 6.53
Down Time: 2.97

WEIGHT (GT)

Staclclng Conveyor; FLU Fluff Conveyor; ELV Elevellng Convoyor SCA Scalpln convayor

SHA = Shaker; FDR = Feed Roll; MAG Magnet;

COMMENTS:

Scheduled Hours: 9.50
Available Hours: 9.50

I % Availability: % Utilization I % Down time
Weight tOT) Per

Scheduled Hr.

I #Men

I 100.0% 68.7% I 31.3% I 89.16 I 89.16 129.71

31.3%

Weight tOT) Per
Available Hr.

Total
Man-Hrs

8 f 76,00

Weight (OT) Per
Running Hr.

ENTER AVG WEIGHT
PER HULK (lbs)

2000
PER GRAPPLE (Ibs)

2 Hr. 4 Hr. 6 Hr. 8 Hr.

1800

10 Hr.

HulksL#) 63 66.25

Sheet iron (Grapples) 0 0.00

Stainless (GT) 0 0.00

Other (GT) 0 0.00

Bearing Temp C F) 847.00

12 Hr. 1

OUTPUT

____________

Downtime Record
Stop Start MInutes Lost Code Comments

6:39 AM 6:47 AM 8 No Crane

8:02 AM 8:02 AM 0 Mag Chute Jam

8:00 AM 8:45AM 45 clear out for skeletons

9:00 AM 9:02 AM 2 let skeletons

11:13 AM 12:00 PM 47 Big p2 1st transfer

12:00 PM 12:30 PM 30 lunch

1:02 PM 1:09 PM 7 Big p2 1st transfer

2:37 PM 2:41 PM 4 stop for camera guys

2:38 PM 3:00 PM 22 thermal

3:50 PM 4:00 PM 10 break

4:10 PM 4:13PM 3 check feedroll I
Total (Mm. I Hrs. I Diff (Hrs.)) 178 2.97

SHC = Shock CylInders; CRA = Crane; LDR = Loader;

ELE ElectrIcal; HYD = HydraulIc; MIL = MIII;

BAR = Bergs Conveyor

2Hr. 4Hr. LHr. BHr. lOHr, l2Hr.

Quality
Density
Cleanliness
Productivity
Copper

Scale: A (Good) To D (Bad)

skeletons 8:40-9:00

MMMI -012-04-13-00



0

DAILY SHREDDER REPORT

0

DATE: 121312010
LOCATION: SIMCO
SHIFT: DAY

Scheduled Start: 6:30

Operator: MATTIJUAN
Supervisor: BRETT

Crane Operator ADOLFO
Laborers LUIS

Scheduled Stop: 16:00

Actual Start: 6:43 Actual Stop: 17:50
Non-Scheduled Hours; (Total for PM Maintenance, Lunch, & Equipment Shortage):

_____________________

Scheduled Hours: 950
Available Hours: 9.50

Run Time: 8.60
Down TIme: 0.90

% Availability: D/ Utilization % Down time -

100.0% 90.5% 9.6% 92.11 92,11

ENTER AVG WEIGHT
PER HULK (Ibs)

2000
PER GRAPPLE (Ibs)

1800

Weight (GT) Per
Running Hr.

101.74

COMMENTS:

1
2
3
4
5
6
7
8
9

10
Total (Mm. I Hrs. I Diff fHrs.))

cODES; INF Infeed Conveyor; P0K = Picking Conveyor; STA = Stacking Conveyor; FLU = Fluff Conveyor; ELy = Elevating Conveyor; SCA = Scalping Conveyor;

SHA = Shaker; FOR = Feed Roil; MAG = Magnet; OLE Eiectrtcai; HYD = Hydrnuuc; M1L = Mlii;

LDR = Loader;

Weight (GT) Per
Scheduled Hr.

I #Men

9.5%

Weight (GT) Per
Available Hr.

Total
Man-Hrs

8 j 76.00

2 Hr. 4Hr. 6 Hr. 8 Hr. 10 Hr.

Hulks (#) 122 108.93

Sheet Iron (Grapples) 0 0.00

Stainless fQT) 0 0.00

Other (GT) 0 0.00

Bearing Temp (F) 875,00

12 Hr. Total

OUTPUT

WEIGHT (GT)

Downtime Record
Stop Start Minutes Lost Code Comments

8:39AM 8:41 AM 2 DFRShutofflResetbreaker
10:29 AM 10:33 AM 4 Pull heavy out of car chute

11:11AM 11:15AM 4 Bigplece
12:00 PM 12:30 PM 30 Lunch
3:50 PM 4:00 PM 10 Break

5:32 PM 5:36 PM 4 Big piece
0
0
0
0
54 0.90

SHC = Shock Cylinders; CRA = Crane; BAR = Barge Conveyor

2Hr. 4Hr. 6Hr. BHr. lOHr. l2Hr.
Quality
Density
Cleanliness
ProductivIty
Copper

Scale: A (Good) To D (Bad)

10:34 explosion- propane
14:00 explosion- propane

MMMI -012-04.13-00
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E. PSCAA Inspection Report
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Puget Sound Clean Air Agency
1904 3rd Ave #105
Seattle, WA 98101

Facility: Seattle Iron & Metals Corp

Reg#: 17104
On 12/2/10 I conducted an unannounced on-site inspection of this source
with EPA Compliance Officer (storm water), Derek Schruhl
(shruhl.derek@epa.gov). Upon entry another EPA employee, Chris Hall, set
up and started air samples at the facility. Our inspection objective was to
conduct a routine compliance inspection with an additional objective to
document source conditions in conjunction with EPA air sampling. EPA
has taken samples on these prior dates as well: Oct 19, 20, 21, 28, 29, and
Nov 3 and 4, 2010.

We met Mr. Ed Armstrong and Mr. John Franklin. I gave them my business
card wearing ID. We updated contacts on file. I gave Mr. Franklin and Mr.
Schruhl a copy of my Evaluation Report. We went over this process
information:

1) Source operates M-F and some Sat from 0630 (typically start the
shredder at 0700 or 0715) to 1700. Due to more material accumulated
on site (and a barge incoming tonight) they are running until 1800
today.

2) They shut down for a lunch break daily from 1200 to 1230. Other
shutdowns occur for repairs. They try to limit these to 15 to 20
minutes at a time and less than 1 hour per day. Daily Production
Reports show hours of operation and production data with any
notations for down times. See CSR request for Daily Production
Reports for periods including EPA sampling dates.

3) A maintenance crew works daily from 1600 to 0030.
4) They feed a mix to the shredder such as 1 car, then 1 bundle (baled

appliances, hoods, fenders, etc), and then loose material. If they shred
car after car afler car then the shredder heats up, the motor works
harder, and volatile oils from the cars can cause smoke. Mixing the
incoming feed can reduce emissions and lengthen the life of the
shredder. They may run just bundles or loose materials depending on
need, which would also protect the shredder.



0 0.

5) They have water sprays on the shredder running at 20 to 60 gpm (on
average about 30 gpm). They have an additional 500 gallon deluge
system for any fires or explosions.

6) They have an interlock from the shredder motor to the conveyor
where if the shredder is over-filled or jammed as indicated by
increased “rpm” of the motor, then the conveyor stops.

7) The incoming barge contains Plate and Structural (PNS) material from
Alaska. Examples of this material are I-beams, H-beams, and
channels.

I advised that I saw a fine orange brown residue on the street at the entrance
and exit of the facility. It appeared to be trackout from the site. I expressed
concern that this material could kick up into the air with vehicle traffic. Mr.
Armstrong said that they own a sweeper and sweep every night. The
sweeper uses vacuum, water, and brushes. He checked for sweeping the
night before and found that it had been missed as the driver was tied up at
Boeing. See CSR note to continue to implement ffigitive dust management
and controls.

Mr. Armstrong said they just cleaned the roofs and gutters. See attached
invoice from Davids Roof Cleaning and Repair to show this work on
11/12/10. He said they had not done any roof cleaning for the past 10 years
of their occupancy at this site.

We went out into the yard and observed the shredder in operation. Steam
came off over the shredder where water sprays were located. A crane was
loading material to the conveyor.

We saw the baghouse from a distance as safe closer access was limited with
the shredder in operation. They said they empty the 55 gallon drum at the
base of the baghouse about every 5 months and it is only about 1/3 ifill each
time. I could see a magnehelic gauge on the baghouse unit.

See attached O&M logs for the shredder for Oct, Nov, and Dec 2010. Mr.
Armstrong reviewed these logs and indicated they had run the shredder on
each date that EPA has sampled. Daily Production logs (requested) will
show more information on how much material was processed and the extent
of any downtime for these dates.

Mr. Armstrong then had to leave for a doctor’s appointment. Mr. Franklin
described their stormwater handling at the facility. They put in a new pre
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treatment system in September 2010 that has a Vortex grit solids separator
through a spinning centrifuge and oil water separator with coalescing plates.
This is in 4 blue tanks near the facility entrance and loading docks. Water
from catch basins goes to an underground detention tank, pretreatment, and
DAF system. They add chemical coagulants and caustic for pH adjustment.
They skim off floating solids. Water drops over a weir and goes to tertiary
polishing filters (garnet, fine sand, charcoal) before discharge. They have an
NPDES permit with Ecology. They also put filter socks in catch basins for
best management practices.

We walked around the yard and looked at their water treatment and outfall to
the Duwamish (rising tide, so it was closed off). Mr. Schruhl took photos.

At the conclusion of the inspection I issued a CSR for more information in
10 days:

1) Please submit Daily Production Reports for Oct 15 — 30, Nov 2-5,
and Dec 2-3, 2010 (Reg lArt 5)

2) Continue to implementfitgitive dust controls (Reg I 9.15)

Mr. Franklin made a copies of my CSR and all attachments (roof cleaning
and O&M logs) for Mr. Schmhl.
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F. Photograph Documentation



All photographs were taken by Derek Schruhl on December 2’, 2010 *Date is one hour fast.

Photograph 1. Facing southwest, photograph of the entrance/exit to SIM

I

Photograph 2. Facing SW, entrance to the facility with shredder in the background with steam rising and moving to the N.
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Photograph 3. Access to ;t;;mvatcr treatment in the center of the facility.
- I
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and north dock on the left of the photo.
Photograph 5. Facing NNE from the south dock looking that shredder on the right, maintenance facility in the background,

Photograph 6. Facing south, view of south dock.
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Photograph 7. Facing WSW, view of Duwamish waterway bank edge.

Photograph 8. Facing north, area of facility that is sloping to the west toward the north dock and Duwamish.
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Photograph 9. Facing ESE, another photo of Duwamish bank edge.

Photograph 10. Facing ESE, photo of one of the pre-shred piles.
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fl United States Environmental Protection Agency

Washington, D.C. 20460

Water Compliance Inspection Report
Section A: National Data System Coding (Le., PCS)

transaction Code NPDES

1 hU Li I’jIMø’IoBIi hI6II ItIoI”IqIaigI
- Remarks

2i1 1111111111111111111111 IIIIIIIIIIIIIIlIIIIIII 166

________

751 I I I I I I leo

yr/mo/day

Inspection Work Days Facility Self-Monitoring Evaluation Rating

671 I 1j9169 7oL..J

Inspection Tyoe

rrc
Inspector Fac Type

[fj

SI QA

71[J 72LJ

Section B: Facility Data
Name and Location of Faciliw Inspected (For industrial users discharging to POTW, a/so Entry Time/Date Permit Effective Date
include POTWname and NPDES permit number) ofzq/ic i ‘1 I.,

5itk. JvoKi Rek-)S Cr.p 7-3°A/4
Exit Time/Date Permit Expiration Date

Cot S M -tlt
ScntIc.__..jC__c’q

Name(s) of On-Site Representative(s)/Title(s)/Phone and Fax Number(s) Other Facility Data (e.g., SIC NA/CS, and other
- descriptive information)

Ec;c Ai+_J’ j() c-f OCrdP4A.s

SDX Sb’?3
p (zcL ZZ6otIo A (-2rt5423-1231

S (ccr t—tcnj &c/’tI
Name, Address of Responsible Official/Title/Phone and Fax Number

Contacted

Ec;c PJ Acstsl.-_t q 6F Qet”s Yes No

pk QzoCS C,L_oLiO6 L,r LZoø 4Z3-i23i

— Section C: Areas Evaluated During inspection (Check on/y those areas evaluated)

E Permit Self-Monitoring Program Pretreatment Li MS4

Records/Reports Compliance Schedules Pollution Prevention

Facility Site Review Laboratory Storm Water

Effluent/Receiving Waters — Operations & Maintenance Combined Sewer Overflow
= — —

Flow Measurement — Sludge Handling/Disposal Sanitary Sewer Overflow

Section D: Summary of Findings/Comments
(Attach additional sheets of narrative and checklists, inc/uding Single Event Violation codes, as necessary)

SEV codes SEV Description

..........

‘.

E!!E!E!E

1<;

/ QC?or

p\U .._—

Name(s) and Signature(s) of Inspector(s) A Agency/Office/Phone and Fax Numbers

Th M1 //t_r1T fA RIn - ace .çc -

/ Ic 2c sc-aoc

Si ature ofjAanagem t Q A w Agency/Office/Phone and Fax Numbers Date

L2
egrorm 3560•3 IRv 1.G6) Previous editions sre obsoieie.

5-3L1-2C)O O1
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INSTRUCTIONS

Section A: National Data System Coding (i.e., PCS)

Column I: Transaction Code: Use N, C, or D for New, Change, or Delcic. All inspections will be new unless there is an error in the data entered.

Columns 3-li: NPDES Permit No. Enter the facility’s NPDES permit number - third character in permit number indicates permit lype for U=unpcnnitted,
G”gcneral permit, etc.. (Use the Re,narks columns to record the State pe,7;iiI number, if necessary.)

Coltimns 12-17: InspectIon Date. Insert thedate entry was made into the facility. Use Ihe year/month/day formal (e.g., 04/10/01 = October01, 2004).

Column 1$: Inspection ‘lype*. Use one of Lhe codes listed below to describe the type of inspection:

A Performance Audit U tU Inspection with Pretreatment Audit Pretreatment Compliance (Oversight)
B Compliance Biumonitoring X Toxics Inspection
C Compliance Evaluation (non-sampling) Z Sludge - Biosolids @ Follow-up (enforcement)

o Diagnostic 4 Combined Sewer Overflow-Sampling { Storm Water-Construction-Sampling
F Preircatmcnt tFollow-up) $ Combtned Sewer Ovedlow-Non-Sampting
o rretrcatmcnt (Audit) + Sanitary Sewer Overflow-Sampling ) Storm Water-Construction-Non-Sampling

I Industrial User (IU) Inspection & Sanitary Sewer Overflow-Non-Sampling : Storm Water-Non-Construction-Sampling
S Comnlaints \ CAFO-Samphng
NI Muhtimcdia = CAFO-Non-Sampling —

Storm Water-Non-Constryctton

N Spill 2 LU Sampling Inspection Storm
O Compliance Evaluation (Oversight) 3 IU Non-Sampling Inspection
P Pretreatment Compliance Inspection 4 IU Toxics Inspection — Storm Water-MS4-Non-Sampltng

R Reconnaissance S IU Sampling Inspection with Pretreatment Storm Water-MS4-Audit

S Compliance Sampling 6 IU Non-Sampling Inspection with Pretreatment
7 IU Toxies with Pretreatment

Column 19: Inspector Code. Use one of the codes lIsted below to describe the lead agency In the inspectIon.

A — Stale (Contractor) 0— Other Inspectors, Federal/EPA (Specify in Remarics columns)
B — EPA (Contractor) P— Other Inspectors State (Specify in Remarks columns)
E — Corps of Enqineers ft-L EPA Regional (nspector
J — Joint EPNSfate Inspectors—EPA Lead S — State Inspector
L — Local Health Department (State) T — Joint State/EPA Inspectors—State lead
N — NEIC Inspectors

Column 20: FacilIty Type. Use one of the codes below to descrIbe the faculty.

— Municipal. Publicly Owned Treatment Works (POTWs) with 1987 Standard Industrial Code (SIC) 4952.
Z— Industrial. Other than municipal, agricultural, and Federal facilities.
3— Agricultural. Facilities classified with 1987 SIC 0111 to 0971.
4— Federal. Facilities identified as Federal by the EPA Regional Office.
5— Oil & Gas. Facilities classified with 1987 SIC 1311 to 1389.

Columns 21-66: Remarks. These columns are reserved for remarks at the discretion of the Region.

Columns 67-69: inspectIon Work Days. Estimate the total work effort (to the nearest 0.1 work day), up to 99.9 days. that were used to complete the
inspection and submit a QA reviewed report of findings. This estimate includes the accumulative effort of all participating inspectors; any effort for laboratory
analyses, testing, and remote sensing; and the billed payroll time for travel and pre and post inspection preparation. This estimate does not require detailed
documentation.

Column 70: FacilIty Evaluation Rating. Use information gathered during the inspection (regardless of inspection type) to evaluate the quality of the facility
self-monitoring program. Grade the program using a scale of 1 to 5 with a score of 5 being used for very reliable self-monitoring programs, 3 being
satisfactory, and 1 being used for very unreliable programs.

Column 71: BiomonltorIng Information. Enter D for static testing. Enter F for flow through testing. Enter N for no biomonitoring.

Column 72: QualIty Assurance Data inspection. Enter 0 if the inspection was conducted as followup on quality assurance sample results. Enter N

otherwise.
f Columns 7340: .These columns are reserved for regionally defined information.

-

“:

Section B: FacIlity Data

This section is self-expfanatory eept for ‘Other Facility Data, which may include new information not in the permit or PCS (e.g., new outfalls, names of
receiving waters, new ovflershipjother updates to the record, SIC/NAICS Codes, Latitude/Longitude).

“ II .
‘ Section C: Areas Evaluated Durtng Inspection

Check only those areas êvaluattd by marking the appropriate box. Use Section 0 and additional sheets as necessary. Support the findings, as necessary,
in a brief narrative report. Us4 the headings given on the report form (e.g.. Permit, Records/Reports) when discussing the areas evaluated during the
inspection.

Section D: Summary of FIndings/Comments

Briefly summarize the inspection findings. This summary should abstract the pertinent inspection findings, not replace the narrative report. Reference a list
of attachments, such as completed checklists taken from the NPDES Compliance Inspection Manuals and pretreatment guidance documents, including
effluent data when sampling has been done. Use extra sheets as necessary.

Footnote: In addition to the inspection types listed above under column 18, a state may continue to use the following wetweatherand CAFO inspection types
until the state is brought into ICIS-NPDES: K: CAFO, V: SSD, Y: CSO. W: Storm Water 9: MS4. States may also use the newwetweather, CAFO and MS4
inspections types shown in column 18 of this form. The EPA regions are required to use the new wet weather, CAFO, and MS4 inspection types for
inspections with an inspection date (DTIN) on or after July 1, 2005.
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NPDES/PCB
Inspection Report

Seattle Iron & Metals Corp.
601 S. Myrtle St

Seattle, WA 98108

Prepared by:

Jon Kiemesrud
Environmental Protection Agency, Region 10

Office of Compliance and Enforcement
Inspection and Enforcement Management Unit
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[Unless otherwise noted, all details in this inspection report were obtained from conversations
with Ed Armstrong, Eric Paul, or Raymond Perez, or from observations made during the
inspection.]

Facility Information

Facility Name: Seattle hon & Metals Corp.

Facility Contact(s): Eric Paul- Assistant Vice President Operations
Phone: (206) 682-0040

Raymond Perez- Water Treatment/Maintenance
Phone: (206) 682-0040

Ed Armstrong- Ferrous/Maintenance Manager
Phone: (206) 682-0040

SIC Code
Facility Type: (5093)-Scrap Metal Yard

Facility Location: 601 5. Myrtle St.
Seattle, WA 98108

OPS: N 47.53924/W 122.3277 1

Mailing Address: 601 5. Myrtle St.
Seattle, WA 98108

II. Inspection Information

Inspection Dates: April 29, 2010 & May 11,2010

Inspectors: Jon IGemesrud, Inspector
EPA Region 10, OCE / WMU
(206) 553-5068

Dave Terpening, Inspector
EPA Region 10, OCE / WMU
(206) 553-6905

(April 29ih Only)
Robert Wright, Water Quality Specialist
Washington Department of Ecology
(206) 909-6640

Seattle hon & Metal NPDES/PCB Report
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Inspectors (cont): (May 1 1ih Only)

Jed Januch, Investigator
EPA Region 10, OEA
(360) 871-8731

(May 1 1th Only)
Beth Schmoyer, Engineer
Seattle Public Utilities
(206) 384-1199

Arrival Time: April 29, 2010: 09:3OAM May 11, 2010: 09:3OAM
Departure Time: April 29, 2010: 11:30AM May 11,2010: 10:30PM

Weather Condition: Partly Cloudy

Purpose: The inspection was conducted to document the facility’s compliance with
their NPDES Individual Permit No. WAOO3 1968 as well as to determine
its compliance with the PCB regulations, 40 CFR Part 761, as published
in the Federal Register of May 31, 1979, and as amended.

This inspection also included sediment sampling from catch basins in and
around the facility. Theses sediments samples were analyzed for metals
and PCBs. This sediment sampling was requested by the Superfund
Program.

Ill. Facility Description

Seattle hon & Metals is a scrap metal yard facility that collects ferrous and non-ferrous
metals for recycling. After collection, metals are sorted by grade and size, shredded,
and sold to other companies for recycling. There is no significant processing of the metals
at this facility other than size reduction.

The industrial activity at the plant is exposed to stormwater and the discharge location is
the Duwamish River. (See Attachment D, Facility Map) The facility is currently operating
under NPDES Individual Permit # WAOO3 1968.

IV. Owner and Operator Information

Seattle hon & Metals Corp. is owned by the Sidell family, and operated by Eric Paul,
Assistant Vice President of Operations.

Seattle hon & Metal NPDES/PCB Report
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V. Compliance History

On August 13, 2008 the State of Washington Department of Ecology issued Seattle hon
& Metals Corp (SEvI) a Notice of Violation for stormwater effluent violations (TPH, zinc,
lead, copper and turbidity) for exceedances occurring between December 2007 and June
2008. Also included in the Notice of Violation was an unauthorized discharge of turbid
wastewater of about 22,000 gallons on July21, 2008.

On November 14, 2008 the State of Washington Department of Ecology issued SilvI an
Administrative Order requiring SilvI to submit engineering reports, studies, and schedules
to provide for compliance with the permit. The Administrative Order is attached in this
document as Attachment A.

See Attachment B, Effluent Violations, for a complete list of effluent limitation
exceedances from Outfall #001 while under the current permit. The attached data was
gathered from SilvI discharge monitoring report (DMR) submittals.

VI. Scope of Inspection

This inspection consisted of an opening conference to conduct initial introductions and to
discuss the purpose and expectations of the inspection, a facility tour, file review, and a
closing conference to discuss compliance related concerns. The on and off-site sampling
effort to support the Superfund program took place following the closing conference.

VII. Inspection Entry

Dave Terpening and I first arrived at the site on April 29th, 2010 and met with Bob
Wright of Washington State Department of Ecology outside of the SEVI facility. The
purpose of this visit was to conduct a reconnaissance inspection outside the facility to
identify nearby storm drains where we could collect the samples requested by the EPA
Superfund Program.

Shortly after arriving outside the facility we were greeted by Eric Paul, Assistant Vice
President of Operations. Upon meeting Mr. Paul, we explained the purpose of our visit.
Dave and I presented our credentials to Mr. Paul and then continued with our
reconnaissance inspection of the storm drains outside the facility.

On May 11, 2010, Dave Terpening and I returned to the SIM facility at 9:30am to conduct
a routine compliance inspection of the facility. This was an unannounced inspection. We
were joined on this inspection by Jed Januch (EPA) and by Beth Schmoyer of Seattle
Public Utilities.

Seattle hon & Metal NPDES/PCB Report



0 0

-6-
Upon arriving at the facility we met with Raymond Perez, Water Treatment/Maintenance
Operator and Ed Armstrong, FerrouslMaintenance Manager. Eric Paul who would usually
deal with the compliance related activities was on vacation at the time of inspection.

Upon arriving at the facility, Dave, Jed, and I identified ourselves as EPA inspectors,
presented our credentials and provided business cards to Mr. Perez and Mr. Armstrong. I
informed them that the purpose of this visit was to conduct an inspection to determine
compliance with the facility’s NPDES Industrial Stormwater Permit, and to determine
compliance with the Federal PCB regulations. We then presented Mr. Perez with a TSCA
Notice of Inspection form and asked Mr. Perez to read and sign it before we start the
inspection. The signed form is attached to this inspection report as Attachment C.

VIII. Inspection Findings

After the opening conference we proceeded to conduct a facility tour. Mr. Perez and Mr.
Armstrong walked us through the metal yard identifying the drains on the facility and the
stormwater treatment system.

A. Description of Stormwater Treatment Process

The design of the stormwater system at the facility is such that stormwater runoff is
routed into multiple catch basins on site, all lined with filter socks and a metal catch
basket. All stormwater catch basins except the administrative parking lot catch basin are
are routed to a 48,000 gallon underground detention pipe prior to treatment.

The stormwater treatment system includes 3 chemical reaction tanks, a dissolved air
flotation (DAF) unit, and four multi-media pressure filtration units (tertiary polishing
filters or TPF’s).

Collected stormwater first passes through the chemical reaction tanks (See
Attachment G, Photo #4) in which chemicals are added to facilitate metal precipitation,
coagulation and flocculation.

Water from the chemical reaction tanks pass through to the DAF unit, designed to remove
suspended solids, oils and grease by air flocculation.

Sludge from the DAF unit is pumped to a 5,000gal conical bottom settling tank. This
sludge is hauled away and disposed as needed by PRS Group, Inc. out of Tacoma, WA.
According to Mr. Perez sludge was last hauled away about a year ago.

The treated water from the DAF unit enters the multi-media filters (TPF’s). The filters are
designed to remove filterable suspended solids.

Seattle hon & Metal NPDES/PCB Report
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At the end of the stormwater treatment system is a sampling port used by SIM staff to
collect effluent samples before being discharged through Outfall #001 to the Duwamish
River.

B. Non-Treated Stormwater Discharges

SIM has two sources of stormwater that are not captured and treated in their treatment
system. One source is an administrative parking lot located at the east end of the property.
There is no industrial activity performed in this parking lot.

Stormwater from this parking lot is routed through a catch basin and goes through an
oil/water separator before being discharged to the city’s stormwater line on S Myrtle St.

The second source of stormwater not captured and treated is the roof runoff from each of
the buildings. The runoff from theses roofs are routed directly to the city’s stormwater
line on S Myrtle St.

C. Planned Expansion/Construction

Mr. Perez stated that the facility is in the design stages of an expansion project that would
include expanding their operations on the east side of the facility to the property at 701 S
Orchard St. This would allow SEvI to haul auto fluff material from the main yard area to
the existing building at 701 S Orchard St for further processing. According to Beth
Schmoyer the City of Seattle is currently reviewing the permit applications for
modifications to the existing building and drainage system.

SIM also has plans to install a pretreatment system during the last week of June 2010.
This pretreatment system will be incorporated with the existing treatment system to treat
all stormwater from the facility. The pretreatment system would consist of a vortex grit
separator and an oil and water separator. The system would connect to the underground
detention pipe where all stormwater is first routed. Ideally the addition of the pretreatment
would allow for the current DAF treatment system to be more effective by having the
stormwater treated before entering the DAF system.

D. Sediment and Track-Out Handling

Track-out issues at SIM are addressed by sweeping the exit/entrance each morning using
a street sweeping vehicle. Mr. Perez stated an employee sweeps each morning instead of
at the end of the day because the employee has an earlier shift and leaves a few hours
before processes stop at the facility.

Seattle hon & Metal NPDES/PCB Report
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The facility has looked into the construction of a vehicle wheeL wash at the entrance of
the facility on S Myrtle St. to minimize track out. However, according to Eric Paul the
entrance is too small to construct a wheel wash area. SDvI is now looking into other
BMPs to minimize track out. See Attachment G, Photo #1, to see the condition of the
entrance/exit at the time of inspection.

To minimize sediment and other particulate matter from entering the treatment system
SEVI utilizes a Bobcat vehicle with a sweeping attachment to sweep inside the facility,
employees also manually sweep with brooms as needed.

Sediment socks from each catch basin are replaced quarterly if not more frequently. Mr.
Perez keeps a log of every’ catch basin on site and notes when each filter sock is replaced
or is scheduled to be replaced. This log also includes records of when each catch basin is
pumped and cleaned. Sediments from the filter fabric are sent for disposal to PRS Group,
he, out of Tacoma, WA as needed.

E. Sampling and Analysis

Sampling is conducted by Mr. Perez and samples are taken to Freemont Analytical for the
monthly analysis as required in the permit.

F. PCB Activity

Mr. Perez stated that the facility does not accept PCB equipment; all items unloaded at
the facility are supervised when sorted. SEvI has never had a stormwater discharge that
exceeded the maximum daily PCB effluent limitation of lOug/l as defined in their permit.

IX. Superfund Sampling Request

Metals and PCB sampling was requested by the EPA Region 10 Superfund Program to
gather sediment data for on and off-site catch basins at the facility for source tracing in
order to develop a strategy to protect the sediments and outfalls in the vicinity of SPy!

Four sediment samples were collected for this project. Sample 10194000 was collected
from a roof drain on the main office building; sample 10194001 was collected from a
rain gutter on the north facing side of the maintenance building, sample 10194002 was
collected from a catch basin in the employee parking lot, and sample 10194003 was
collected from a catch basin on the south side S Myrtle St. Split samples were given to
Beth Schmoyer for Seattle Public Utilities own analysis.

Screening level analysis for metals by x-ray fluorescence (XRF) spectroscopy was
performed on the samples on May 1th, 2010. Results of this screening analysis can be
found in Attachment F, XRF screening level analysis.

Seattle hon & Metal NPDES/PCB Report
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As of the completion date of this report, additional sample analysis for metals and
analysis for PCBs were not yet completed by U.S. EPA Manchester Environmental
Laboratory. Once these results become available they will be appended in the report.

X. NPDES Areas of Concern

We inspected the facility including the storm drains, metal yard, sorting line, the facility’s
SWPPP and monitoring records. Observations during the inspection included the
identification of two areas of concern. These areas of concern are described as follows.

Sampling and Analytical Procedures

A. Section S2.B of the permit states that samples and measurements taken to meet the
requirements of this permit must be representative of the volume and nature of the
monitored parameters.

According to Mr. Paul pH is routinely analyzed at Freemont Analytical without taking
into consideration the 15mm holding time as defined in 40 CFR Part 136.3 Table II-
Required containers, preservation techniques, and holding times. Mr. Paul stated that he
was not aware of the holding time and that the lab had not mentioned it.

Storm water Effluent Lim its Exceedances

B. Section S1.B of the permit states that beginning on the effective date of this permit
and lasting through the expiration date, the Permittee is authorized to discharge
stormwater discharges at the permitted location subject to complying with the following
limitations:

EFFLUENT LIMITATIONS: OUTFALL # 001

Parameter Maximum Daily a

Total Recoverable Copper 5.8 j.tg/L
Total Recoverable Lead 220.8 sgfL
Total Recoverable Zinc 95.1 igfL
Total PCBs 10 jig/L
Total Petroleum Hydrocarbons (TPH) 5 mgfL
Turbidity 5 NTU b

pH Within the range of 6.5 to 8.5 s.u.
a The Maximum Daily effluent limitation is defined as the highest allowable concentration of permitted parameters
in the discharge per monitoring requirements.

i,The maximum daily is the maximum of daily averages.

Seattle hon & Metal NPDES/PCB Report
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See Attachment B, Effluent Violations, for a complete list of effluent limitation
exceedances from Outfall #001 while under the current permit. The attached data was
gathered from SilvI discharge monitoring report (DMR) submittals.

According to Mr. Perez the addition of the pretreatment system this summer will allow
the current treatment system to operate more efficiently and get SffvI back into
compliance.

XII. PCB Areas of Concern

I did not see any PCB areas of concern at the time of inspection.

XII. Closing Conference

A closing conference was held with Mr. Perez at the time of inspection and over the
phone with Mr. Paul to discuss our inspection observations.

I addressed the pH holding time concern with Mr. Paul and suggested he check with
Freemont Analytical regarding this issue and review the approved EPA Methods defined
in the facility’s NPDES permit (page 7 of3l) for sampling events.

Report Completion Date:

Lead Inspector Signature:

cc/if/io

/
“A De-—j

-

Seattle hon & Metal NPDES/PCB Report
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STATE OF WASHINGTON

DEPARTMENT OF ECOLOGY
Northwest Regional Office • 3190 160th Avenue SE • Bellevue, Washington 98008-5452 • (425) 649-7000

november 14, 2008

REGISTERED MAIL
RB 336 145 623 Us -.

Mr. Erie Paul
Seattle Iron and Metals Corporation
601 S. Myrtle Street
Seattle, WA 98108

Dear Mr. Paul:

Enclosed is Follow-up Order No. 6185 requiring Seattle Iron and Metals Corporation (SIM) to
take corrective actions to prevent further violations of the State Waste Discharge Permit No.
WA-003 196-8 from occurring. The details of these actions are listed in the Order. The Order
requires an engineering report and compliance schedule to ensure compliance with the permit.
All correspondence relating to this document should be directed to Enforcement Coordinator
at Department of Ecology, Northwest Regional Office, 3190— 160th Avenue SE, Bellevue,
WA 98008-5452. If you have any, questions concerning the content of the document, pleise
call Ed Abbasi at (425) 649-7227.

Sincerely,

Water Quality Section Manager

KCF:EA:ct
Enclosure
cc: Larry Altose, Ecology PlO . .

Raman Iyer, Ecology
Jerry Shervey, Ecology
Ed Abbasi, Ecology
Cyma Tupas, Ecology
Central Files: Seattle Iron and Metals Corporation; Permit No. WA-003 196-8; WQ 6.4

*
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STATE OF WASHINGTON
DEPARTMENT OF ECOLOGY

N THE MAITER OF AN FOLLOW-UP ORDER No. 6185
ADMN1STL&TIVE ORDER
AGAINST: )
Seattle iron and Metals Corporation

To: Mr. Eric Paul
Seattle hon and Metals Corporation

-. 601 S. Myrtle Street
Seattle, WA 98108

This is an Administrative Order requiring Seattle hon and Metals Corporation (SN) to comply with
Chapter 90.48 of Revised Code of Washington and the rules and regulations of the Department of
Ecology as set forth in the State Waste Discharge Permit No. WA-003 196-8, by taking certain actions
which are described herein. The Order requires STh4 to submit engineering reports, studies, and
schedules to provide for compliance with the permit. RCW 90.48.120 (2) authorizes the Department of
Ecology (Department) to issue Administrative Orders to accomplish the purposes of this Chapter RCW
90.48.

The Departments determination that a violation has occurred is based on the following facts:

On August 13, 2008, the Department issued a Notice of Violation (NOV) No: 5858 to Seattle hon and
Metals Corporation for:

Violations:

A. Stormwater Effluent Violations (TPH. zinc, lead, copper, and turbidiM.
• December 2007 through June 2008.

According to the submitted Discharge Monitoring Reports (DMRs) covering a periodS
between December 1,2007, and June 30,2008, SLM violated TPH, zinc, lead, copper, and
turbidity discharge limitations for Outfall 001 of NPDES Waste Discharge Permit No.
WA-003 196-8. These exceedances are violations of Condition SI.B of the permit as covered
wider RCW9O.4& The specific violations for Outfall 001 were as follows:
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Follow-up Order No. 6185 — Seattle Iron and Metals Corporation
Page 2 of 5

Date lrameter Qualifier DMR I Unit Type Mm Max
L *:z :;‘ :.:: H - .;:;. Value:

.

,yàlujValUé
1-Dec-07 !pcpjLEuM HYDROCARBO4S, 17.1 M0n tM 5

TOTAL RECOVERABLE

1-Jan-08 PETROLEUM HYDROCARBONS. 33 MG/L MAX 5
TOTAL RECOVERABLE

1-Feb-OS PETROLEUM HYDROCARBONS, 33 MOlt. MAX 5
TOTAL RECOVERABLE

1-Mar-08 PETROLEUM HYDROCARBONS, 45 MGIL MAX 5• TOTAL RECOVERABLE

I-Apr-OS PETROLEUM HYDROCARBONS, 13.2 MOlt. MAX 5
TOTAL RECOVERABLE I_______

1-Jun-OS PETROLEUM HYDROCARBONS, I I 11.1 MGI MAX ‘ 5
TOTAL RECOVERABLE

1-Dec-07 ZINC, TOTAL RECOVERABLE 1440 UG& MAX , - 95.1
I-Jan-OS ZINC, TOTAL RECOVERABLE 967 UGJL MAX 95.1
1-Feb-08 ZINC, TOTAL RECOVERABLE 725 UGIL MAX 95.1
1-Mar-OS ZINC, TOTAL RECOVERABLE 544 UG/L MAX 95.1
I-Jun-OS ziNc, TOTAL RECOVERABLE 225 UGIL MAX 95.1
1-Dec-07 ‘LEAD, TOTAL RECOVERABLE j_______ 260 UG/L MAX 220.8
1-Dec-07 COPPER. TOTAL RECOVERABLEJ 102 JUGJJ MAX1 5.8
1-Jan-OS COPPER, TOTAL RECOVERABLE 55 UGIL MAX 5.8
1-Feb-06 COPPER. TOTAL RECOVERABLE 25 UGI - MM 5.8
I-Mar-OS COPPER, TOTAL RECOVERABLE 34 I UGI MAX 5.5
1-Jun-OS COPPER, TOTAL RECOVERABLE 15 UG/L MAX 5.8
1-Dec-07 mRBIDrTV 48 NTU AVG
1-Jan-OS TURBIDnY L72 NTU AVG 5
1-Feb-OS 11JRBIDWY

1

54 Nit AVG 5
1-Mar-06 RBIDN 63 [flU AVG 5
1-Apr-OS LTURBIDWY 6.9 NTU AVG 5

LI-Jun-OS TURBID[TY 1jB Nit AVG I J
Note: May 2008 for Outfall 001 —No quaIiing storm event — No Discharge

B. Unauthorized discharae of turbid wastewater to the Duwamish River on July 21, 2008.

In addition, this facility processed and discharged about 22,000 gallons of wastewater to the
Duwamish River on July 21,2008. The discharge caused white plume in the Duwamish River.
The nature of discharge is unknown since the event was not sampled, and it was not reported to
the Department by the Permittee. A citizen photographed the event and notified the Department.
Although the outfall is shared with the City of Seattle, the weather was clear and no rain was
recorded and the facility has admitted to having discharge on that day. According to the facility,
the discharge appeared clear at their U-eabnent plant contrary to the photographs of the receiving
water taken by the citizen group and submitted to the Department on July 21, 2008. Ecology’s
inspector visited the facility on August 13, 2008, to observe the treatment and the discharge.
Apparently the discharge from the treatment system did appear clear on this day, but it became
whitish foam at the time of contact with the receiving water during low tide, as observed and
photographed by the citizen.
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This incident is a violation of Condition S3.E.1 a, which states that Any noncompliance that
may endanger health or the environment must be reported to the Department immediately within
24 hoursfrom the time the Fermitree becomes aware of this circumstance.

Turbid wastewater was discharged to state waters on July 21, 2008, in violation of RCW
90.48.080. RCW 90.48.080 states that it shall be zmlawfidfor any person to throw, drain, nm
or otherwise discharge into any of the waters ofthis state, or to cause, permit or suffer to be
thrown, rim, drained, allowed to seep or otherwise discharged into such waters any organic or
inorganic matter that shall cause or tend to cause pollution ofsuch waters according to the
determination of the department.

On August 19, 2008, SIN submitted a response letter for the above-referenced NOV. The response letter
addressed the company’s acknowledgement of the effluent violations and unauthorized discharge cited in
the NOV, and the steps that have been taken and which are proposed to be taken by the company, to
correct the violations. However, the response letter failed to provide a specific time-line for each
proposed action to be taken by the company.

Corrective Actions: For these reasons, and in accordance with RCW 90.48, it is ordcred that Seattle
Iron and Metals Corporation prepare and submit engineering and construction documentation schedules
to ensure compliance with the permit for the facility located at 601 S. Myrtle Street, Seattle, WA 98108.
All engineering reports and plans submitted to the Department must comply with Chapter 173 -240
WAC.

A. Sll’I must evaluate the adeQuacy and appropriateness of the existing Dissolved Aft Floatation .

.WAF) and Filtration treatment unit and submit an engineering report to the Department for
review and approval according to the compliance schedule shown below.

The report shall identil3i shortcomings of the DAF for an appropriate design storm and must
recommend remedies to eradicate the identified shortcoming. The possible remedies are, but not
limited to, introduction and addition of new treatment units, expansion of the existing treatment
unit and the existing detention vault, addition of pretreatment units, and extensive source control
and pollution prevention at the site. Due to the nature of the runoff on this site and potential for
creation of anaerobic condition inside the vault and rise in toxicity, the engineering report shall
identi& ways and means that would enable SIN to maximize treatment and collection of
stonuwater after each storm.

B. SIM must evaluate through a comprehensive engineering study, the drainage. topology, and
hydrology of their existing site to identify quantity of potential contaminated stormwater runoffs
and their potential entrance to the receiving water and submit an engineering report to the
Department for review and approval according to the compliance schedule shown below.

The evaluation shall examine the entire site, including shipping dock for cracks and leaks. It
must also evaluate roads adjacent to 511.4 immediately leaving the SIN facility for pollutants that
are tracked out by vehicles, and for pollution and contamination caused by Silvi operations. The
hydrologic study must be conducted using continuous hydrologic model, such as Western
Washington Hydrologic Model, or a similar model approved by the Department.
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C. Compliance Schedule

• Pretreatment Engineering Report December 30, 2008
The report shall identift’ pretreatment unit for the SIM
facility with respect to 10-year, 24-hour storm design and
use of Western Washington Hydrologic Model, or similar.
model approved by the Department of Ecology.

• Stonnwater Treatment Engineering Report May 30, 2009
The report shall evaluate adequacy and appropriateness of
existing DAF treatment system and its hydrologic -

capabilities. The report must identify an optimum design
storm that maximizes the treatment system capability using
Western Washington Hydrologic Model, or similar model
approved by the Department of Ecology.

• Stormwater Quality Improvement Report Ma 30, 2009
The report shall evaluate other stormwater issues related to
STh4 operation and infrastructure. The report shall include
an evaluation of shipping dock for cracks and leaks, and
roads adjacent to 5Th! immediately leaving the SIM facility
for pollutants that are tracked out by vehicles, and for
pollution and contamination caused by SIM operations.

• MixingZoneWorkPlan Januaxy30,2009
The report would propose modeling methodology, sampling
and analyses, and associated quality assurance plan.

• Mixing Zone Study July 30, 2009
The report shall contain results of mixing zone modeling
efforts and any site-specific sampling and analysis required
to determine minimum mixing zone and associated dilution
factor for this site.

D. An Operation and Maintenance Manual (OtvflM for the approved treatment unit shall be
submitted one (1) month odor to completion of construction and installation, in compliance
with WAC 173-240-150.

E. This Order shall not be construed as satisfying other conditions in the existing permit or other
applicable federal, state, or local statutes, ordinances or reaulations.

Failure to comply with this Order may result in the issuance of civil penalties or other actions, whether
administrative orjudicial, to enforce the terms of this Order.

You have a right to appeal this Order. To appeal this you must:

• File your appeal with the Pollution Control Hearings Board within thirty (30) days of the “date of
receipt” of this document. Filing means actual receipt by the Board during regular office hours.

• Serve your appeal on the Department of Ecology within thirty (30) days of the “date of receipt”
of this document. Service may be accomplished by any of the procedures identified in WAC
371-08—305(10). “Date of receipt” is defined at RCW 43.2 IB.00l(2).
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Be sure to do the following:

• Include a copy of this document that you are appealing with your Notice of Appeal.

• Serve and file your appeal in paper form; electronic copies are not accepted.

1. To file your appeal with the Pollution Control Hearings Board:

Mail appeal to: Deliver your appeal in person to:

The Pollution Control Hearings Board The Pollution Control Hearings Board
PD Box 40903 OR 4224— 6th Ave SE Rowe Six, Bldg 2
Olympia WA 98504-0903 . Lacey WA 98503

2. To serve your appeal on the Department of Ecology:

Mail appeal to:
. Deliver your appeal in person to:

The Department of Ecology The Department of Ecology
Appeals & Application for Relief Coordinator OR Appeals & Application for Relief Coordinator
P0 Box 47608 300 Desmond Dr SE
Olympia WA 98504-7608 Lacey WA 98503

3. And send a copy of your appeal to:

Enforcement Coordinator
Department of Ecology
Northwest Regional Office
3190 160AveSE
Bellevue WA 98008-5452

For additional information, visit the Environmental Hearings Office Website: htq://Mlnv. eho.iva.gov
Tofind laws and agency rides, visit the Washington State Legislature Website:
http:/Annvi . Ieg.wa.gov/CodeReviser

Your appeal alone will not stay the effectiveness of this Order. Stay requests must be submitted in
accordance with RCW 43.218.320. These procedures are consistent with Cii. 43.218 RCW.

DATED We ttr f Lj ZOZat Bellevije, Washington.

-k t
Kevi4 C. Fitzpatrick (.3
Wat’r Quality Section Manager
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Past Effluent Violations
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Seattle Iron & Metals
Effluent Violations

Date Parameter Value Max Unit

2007
12/1/2007 Copper 102 5.8 UG/L
12/1/2007 Zinc 1440 95.1 UG/L
12/1/2007 TPH 17.1 5 Mg/L
12/1/2007 Turbidity 48 5 NTU

2008
1/1/2008 Copper 55 5.8 UG/L
1/1/2008 Zinc 967 95.1 UG/L
1/1/2008 TPH 33 5 Mg/L
1/1/2008 Turbidity 72 5 NTU
2/1/2008 Copper 25 5.8 UG/L
2/1/2008 Zinc 725 95.1 UG/L
2/1/2008 TPH 33 5 UG/L
2/1/2008 Turbidity 54 5 NTU
3/1/2008 Copper 34 5.8 UG/L
3/1/2008 Zinc 544 95.1 UG/L
3/1/2008 TPH 45 5 Mg/L
3/1/2008 Turbidity 63 5 NTU
4/1/2008 TPH 13.2 5 Mg/L
4/1/2008 Turbidity 6.9 5 NTU
6/1/2008 Copper 15 5.8 UG/L
6/1/2008 Zinc 225 95.1 UG/L
6/1/2008 TPH 11.5 5 MG/L
6/1/2008 Turbidity 18 5 NTU
8/1/2008 Copper 10 5.8 UG/L
8/1/2008 Zinc 123 95.1 UG/L
8/1/2008 TPH 12.4 5 Mg/L
8/1/2008 Turbidity 44 5 Nfl)

10/1/2008 Copper 23 5.8 UG/L
10/1/2008 Zinc 510 95.1 UG/L
10/1/2008 Turbidity 140 5 NTU
12/1/2008 Copper 13 5.8 UG/L
12/1/2008 Zinc 210 95.1 UG/L
12/1/2008 Turbidity 94 5 NTU

2009
2/1/2009 Copper 7.7 5.8 UG/L
2/1/2009 Turbidity 27 5 NTU
3/1/2009 Zinc 136 95 UG/L

did not
3/1/2009 PCB test 5 UG/L
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3/1/2009 Turbidity 66 5 NTU
5/1/2009 Copper 32 5.8 UG/L
5/1/2009 Zinc 400 95.1 UG/L
5/1/2009 Turbidity 15 5 NTU
8/1/2009 Copper 19 5.8 UG/L
8/1/2009 Zinc 180 95.1 UG/L
8/1/2009 Turbidity 27 5 Mg/L
9/1/2009 Copper 12 5,8 UG/L
9/1/2009 Zinc 140 95.1 UG/L
9/1/2009 Turbidity 32 5 NTU

10/1/2009 Copper 67 5.8 UG/L
10/1/2009 Zinc 1100 95.1 UG/L
10/1/2009 Turbidity 52 5 NTU
11/1/2009 Copper 35 5.8 UG/L
11/1/2009 Zinc 370 95.1 UG/L
11/1/2009 TPH 28 5 Mg/L
11/1/2009 Turbidity 13 5 NTU
12/1/2009 Copper 28 5.8 UG/L
12/1/2009 Zinc 160 95.1 UG/L
12/1/2009 TPH 13 5 Mg/L
12/1/2009 Turbidity 10.7 5 NTU
12/1/2009 pH 12 9 S.U.

2010
1/1/2010 Copper 20 5.8 UG/L
1/1/2010 Zinc 330 95.1 UG/L
1/1/2010 TPH 6.2 5 Mg/L
1/1/2010 Turbidity 19.2 5 Mg/L
2/1/2010 Copper 21 5.8 UG/L
2/1/2010 Zinc 190 95.1 UG/L
2/1/2010 TPH 5.2 5 Mg/L
2/1/2010 Turbidity 34 5 NTU

Total Effluent Violations Since Effective Date of the Permit (12/01/2007)= 66
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-Ous ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY
WASHINGTON, DC 20460

TOXIC SUBSTANCES CONTROL ACT

NOTICE OF INSPECTION

Under the authority of Section 1 1 ofthe Toxic Substances Control Act:

For the purpose of inspecting (including taking samples, photographs, statements, and other inspection activities) an establish-
ment, facility, or other premises in which chemical substances or mixtures, articles containing same are manufactured, pro-
cessed, stored or held before or after their distribution in commerce (including records, files, papers, processes, controls, and
facilities) and any conveyances being used to transport chemical substances, mixtures, or articles containing same in connection
with their distribution in commerce (including records, files, papers, processes, controls, and facilities) bearing on whether the
requirements of the Act are applicable to the chemical substances, mixtures, or articles within, or associated with, such premise or
conveyance have been complied with.

i::i In addition, this inspection extends to (check appropriate blocks):

i::i A. Financial data C D. Personnel data

i:: B. Sales data D E. Research data

: . Pricing data

The nature and extent of inspection of such data specified in A through E above is as follows:

INSPECTOR’S SIGNATURE

NAME Y

TITLE f\TE SIGNED TITLE ‘ DATE SiGNED

) Lr ft
6 - 4

EPA FORM 7740-3 (REVISED JULY 1997) CORE TSCA --- PREVIOUS VERSIONS ARE OBSOLETE FILE COPY

‘‘EPA

I . INVESTIGATION IDENTIFICATION 3. FACILITY NAME

DATE 1 INSPECTION NO DAILY SEQ NO f. , -
/ j’-,j , -

/:%cLi I _
2. INSPECTOR’S ADDRESS 4. FACILITY ADDRESS

iZoc; 1tA Av dOe, MfrcE:E t1 o1 /L\yrtie SI-
;c4r1e uJA /A ‘‘

For Internal EPA Use. Copies may be provided to recipient as acknowledgment of this notice.

1.

REASON FOR INSPECTION

A

:c;1 ‘ ,

., ‘‘
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Facility Map/Stormwater Discharge Plan
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ATTACHMENT E

Flow Diagram of Stormwater Treatment

Seattle Iron & Metal NPDES/PCB Report
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XRF Screening Level Analysis
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UNIi 1.J STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AG...nCY
REGION 10 LABORATORY

7411 Beach Dr. East
PortOrchard, Washington 98366

•4L ppfl’

May 28, 2010

MEMORANDUM

TO: Jon Klemeswd. Inspector
Office of Enforcement and Compliance
Inspection and Enforcement Management Unit

FROM: Jed Januch, Senior Investigator p.J. ti-’

Office of Environmental Assessment
Environmental Services Unit

SUBJECT: Case Narrative for Technical Support — Seattle Iron & Metals Corn.

Project Code: ESD-202A
Account Code: 2010201 1B10P501E506

Introduction

This memorandum documents screening level analysis by x-ray fluorescence (XRF)
spectroscopy performed on samples collected at Seattle Iron & Metals Corporation in Seattle,
Washington, on May 11,2010. The objective of the analysis was to identi& the amount of
metals, specifically chromium (Cr), copper (Cu), lead (Pb), and zinc (Zn) in the samples. The
sampling was conducted by EPA Region 10 field personnel and carded out in accordance with
the EPA Region 10 Generic RCRA quality assurance project plan (QAPP) with a RCRA Site-
Specific Inspection Plan approved by Donald Matheny, QA Chemist, on May, 2010. The XRF
analysis was performed by field personnel at the EPA Region 10 Laboratory using an Innov-X
portable XRF spectrometer. It was operated according to the EPA Region 10 standard operating
procedure for XRF (soil and sediment) Revision I, May 18,2009, and following EPA SW 846,
Method 6200 (USEPA, 1998).

Sampling Procedure

A total of four sediment samples were collected for this project. Sample 10194000 was
collected from a roof drain on the main office building, sample 10194001 was collected from a
rain gutter on the north facing side of the maintenance building, sample 10194002 was collected
from a catch basin in the empLoyee parking lot, and sampLe 10194003 was from a catch basin on
the south side of Myrtle Street. The samples were collected with clean stainless steel spoons and
composited in clean stainless steel mixing bowls. The samples were placed inside new/clean
quality control (QC) class 500 milliliter (ml) glass containers with Teflon’t-lined plastic lids. A
copy of the quality certification from the manufacturer of the sample containers is included in
Attachment I. The sample containers were labeled, enclosed in zip lock bags, and placed in a
clean cooler containing wet ice for transportation under chain of custody to the EPA Region 10
Laboratory in Port Orchard, Washington. The samples were submitted to Karen Norton, EPA
Region 10 Laboratory sample custodian, on May 12, 2010. A copy of the chain of custody form
is included in Attachment 2.
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Microscopic Examination

2 0

The samples were examined with a Wild M-5A stereomicroscope to provide a basic
physical description of the sample material. In addition to soil and organic matter, I observed
various paint fragments and fibrous material, both synthetic and glass. A digital image of
material observed in sample 10194002 is included in Figure 1.

XRF Analysis

Screening-level analysis for certain metals was conducted at the laboratory on May 14
and May 25, 2010, using an Innov-X portable XRF spectrometer, Model u-4000 SL (serial
number 5514). The XRF was calibrated by the manufacturer (calibration certificate number
0111621-I) on March31, 2010. A copy of the calibration certificate is included in Attachment 3.

The XRF was operated in the soil analysis mode and set for the standard analysis
program. The XRF screening was performed on a subsample of the samples submitted to the
laboratory. The following QC measurements were performed during this project:

- Instrument re5olution check using an Alloy 316 standard.
- Instrument blank sample consisting of quartz (5i02).
- Calibration verification was conducted by analyzing two standard reference materials

(SRM) 2702 and 2781 issued by the National Institute of Standards and Technology
(NIST).

- Precision measurement (seven repeat analyses) was performed on sample 10194002.

Results of Screening-Level Analysis

When interpreting results of screening-level analysis by portable XRF, the end user of the
data must consider the limitations of this instrument. The portable XRF generates a great deal of

Figure 1 — Paint fragments in sample 10194002.



0
3

0

data relatively quickly; however data may be impacted by the degree of homogeneity of the
sample, spectral interference, chemical interference, and sample moisture content.

QC Results

The resolution of the detector was determined to be satisfactory by measurement of the
manganese Ka peak (full width/half maximum) at 5.9 electron volts (eV). Analysis of the quartz
instrument blank did not reveal element concentrations above the limit of detection for the XRF.
Results of screening level analysis of SRM 2702 and 2781 were within 30% difference from the
values stated in the certificates of analysis for these reference materials. Precision measurements
for analysis of four metals were within 20% relative standard deviation (RSD). Results of the QC
analysis are included below:

Seattle Iron & Metal QNQC Malyses. Project Code: ESD-202A

Standard Reference Materials
Cr Cr +1- Cu Cu +1- Pb Pb +/- Zn Zn +/-

arm 2751 155 46 590 16 201 7 1204 20
con value 202 9 627.4 13.5 202.1 6.5 1273 53
% Difference -23.3 -6.0 -0.5 -54

srm 2702 449 83 105 12 137 7 436 14
certvaluo 352 22 117.1 5.6 132.8 1.1 485.3 4.2
% Difference 27.6 -10.3 3.2 -10.2

arm 2702 (repeat)
r1 value
% Difforonce •.y

a
Si02 blank

371 57 65 8 131 5 428 10
352 22 117.1 5.6 132.8 1.1 485.3 4.2
5.4 -27.4 -1.4 -11.6

<LOD 78 <LOD IT <LaD 7 <LOD

Precision Che& - Sample 10194002. run for 120 seconds using the standard analysis sellina.

Repetition ppm Cr ppm Cu ppm Pb ppm Zn
1 1457 1541 1355 5603
2 1402 1537 1372 5755
3 1346 1515 1362 5799
4 1510 1560 1360 5749
5 1540 1526 1327 5584
6 1521 1513 1331 5485
7 1575 1554 1332 5535
Average = 1478.7 1535.1 1352.7 5672.9

Standard Deviation = 61.4 18.2 22.8 133.9
Relative SD (%) 5.5 1.2 1.7 2.4

XRF ScreeninE Results

Screening-level analyses of the samples tested on May 14, 2010, revealed the presence of
metals including Cr, Cu, Pb, and Zn. Screening results are displayed below for the elements of
interest in units of parts per million (ppm). A complete file including all QC and results of
analysis for the full range of elements that were detected is appended to this narrative report.

Dale Time Sample No. Cr Cr +1- Cu Cu +1- Pb Pb +1- Zn Zn +1-
14-May-10 14:14:03 10194000 1632 133 992 30 1299 26 5123 79
14-May-10 14:15:47 10194001 907 145 1232 38 1760 36 8506 137
14-May-10 14:17:36 10194002 1614 127 1713 40 1361 26 5663 88
14-May-10 14:19:41 10194003 409 82 823 24 932 19 4817 69

Figures 2-5 below display annotated XRF spectra collected during the screening level
analysis of samples 10194000, 10194001, 10194002, and 10194003.
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Figure 2— XRF spectrum for sample 10194000
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Figure 3 —XRF spectrum for sample 10194001
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Figure 4 — XRF spectrum for sample 10194002
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Figure 5 — XRF spectrum for sample 10194003
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Seattle Iron & Metal QNQC Analyses, Project Code: ESD-202A

0 Q F

Standard Reference Materials

srm 2781
Cr Cr +1- Cu Cu +1-
155 46 590 16

627.4 13.5
-6.0

Pb
201
202.1
-0.5

Pb +1-
7
6.5

Zn
1204
1273
-5.4

Zn +1-
20
53cert value 202 9

% Difference -23.3

srm 2702 449 83 105 12 137 7 436 14
certvalue 352 22 117.1 5.6 132.8 1.1 465.3 4.2
% Difference 27.6 -10,3 3.2 -10.2

srm 2702 (repeat) 371 57 65 8 131 5 428 10
certvalue 352 22 117.1 5.6 132.8 1.1 485.3 4.2
% Difference 5.4 -27.4 -1.4 -11.8

5102 blank <LOD 78 cLOD 17 <LOD 7 <LOD 7

Precision Check - Sample 10194002. run for 120 seconds using the standard analysis setting.

Repetition ppm Cr ppm Cu ppm Pb
1 1457 1541 1385
2 1402 1537 1372
3 1346 1515 1362
4 1510 1560 1360
5 1540 1526 1327
6 1521 1513 1331
7 1575 1554 1332
Average = 1478.7 1535.1 1352.7

Standard Deviation = 81.4 18.2 22.8
Relative SD (%)= 5.5 1.2 1.7

ppm Zn
5803
5755
5799
5749
5584
5485
5535

5672.9
133.9

2.4

5/28/2010 Seattle Iron and Metal XRF Results.xls
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ATTACHMENT G

Photograph Documentation

All photographs were taken by Dave Terpening on April 29111. 2010 or May ll’, 2010.

Seattle Iron & Metal NPDES/PCB Report
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done at the facility.

Seattle Iron & Metal NPDES Report
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C City of Seattle — Seattle i ublic Utilities File Number: 2010-013
Scaitle Municipal Tower (SMT) DaLe: July 7, 2010
700 Fifth Avenue, Salle 4900
P.O. Box 34018

Seattle, WA 98124-4018

SEATTLE PUBLIC UTILITIES
NOTICE OF VIOLATION

AND
ORDER FOR CORRECTIVE ACTION AND PENALTY

Name: Seattle Iron and Metals Corporation
Attn: Eric Paul

Address: 601 S Myrtle St
Seattle, WA 98108

On May 11,2010, Seattle Public Utilities (SPU) collected sediment samples from two roofs (RD-l and RD-2),
the catch basin located in the employee parking lot (CB157), and the catch basin on S Myrtle St adjacent to the
Seattle hon and Metals driveway entrance (RCB 189) during a joint inspection at Seattle hon and Metals
conducted with the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (see attached map of sampling locations). Runoff
from these areas discharges untreated to the City-owned storm drains on S Myrtle St and S Garden St.
Preliminary laboratory results indicate that the samples contain elevated levels of metals and PCBs:

Sampling Stations Screening Criteriaa

Pollutant (mglkg) RD-i RD-2 CB157Fb C81575c RCBi89Fb SQSILAETd CSU2LAETe

Copper 1090 975 1890 2240 3,280 390 390

Lead 1,410 1,700 1,260 1,380 904 450 530

Mercury 0.92 2.56 0.80 1.55 0.66 0.41 0.59

Zinc 5,370 8,310 4,940 5,880 3,890 410 960

Total PCBs 1.93 4.87 2.96 4.02 2.95 0.13 1.0

a. Criteria used to screen storm drain sediment for contaminants are based on the state sediment management standards
(WAC 173-204)

b. Sample collected from the filter sock installed in the catch basin
c. Sample collected from the catch basin sump
d. Sediment quality standard/lowest apparent effects threshold
e. Cleanup screening level/second lowest apparent effects threshold

The catch basin located on the south side of S Myrtle St near the Seattle hon and Metals main driveway also
contained a large amount of sediment and there was dirt and debris along the south curb line of the roadway,
indicating that dirt and debris tracked out onto the roadway from trucks leaving the site continues to be a
problem and that current street sweeping practices are not adequate. SPU jetted and cleaned this catch basin and
all of the storm drain lines and other catch basins on S Myrtle St, S Garden St, Fox Ave 5, and 7th Ave S in
December 2009-January 2010.

CODE VIOLATION:

a. SMC 22.802.020.A. Prohibited discharges
The following common substances are prohibited to enter, cit/icr directly or indirectly, a public drainage
system, a private drainage system, or a receiving water within or contiguous to Seattle city limits,

File No: 2010-013 Page I



including but not limited to when entering via a service drain, overlandflow, or as a result of a spill or
deliberate dumping:

6. Chemicals not normallyfound in uncontaminated water.
23. Metals in excess of naturally occurring amounts, whether hi liquid or solidJrm.

As explained above, SPU found elevated levels of metals and PCBs in the sediment samples collected on
May 11, 2010 from the roof drains and employee parking lot drainage system that discharge untreated to
the City-owned storm drains on S Myrtle St and S Garden St. These same contaminants were elevated in
an earlier sample collected on September 9, 2008, from a maintenance hole on the S Myrtle St storm
drain located immediately downstream of where the roof drain from the maintenance building enters the
system, which indicates that these pollutants are entering the public storm drain system:

Copper: 500 mg/kg

Lead: 675 mg/kg

Mercury: 1.88 mg/kg

Zinc: 2,420 mg/kg

PCBs: 2,560 ug/kg dw

b. SMC 22.803.040.A. Minimum requirements for source controls for all bushiesses and public entities
Source controls shall be implemented to the extent allowed by law, by all businesses and public entities
for specjfic pollution-generating activities as specified hi the joint SPU/DPD Directors’ Rule, “Source
Control Technical Requirements Manual “, to the extent necessary to prevent prohibited discharges as
described in Subsection 22.802.020.A through Subsection 22.802.020.C, and to prevent contaminants
from coining into contact with drainage water.

The July 10, 2009 corrective action letter from SPU identified track out as a problem and directed Seattle
hon and Metals to take action to eliminate track out of sediment/dirt from your facility. The elevated
levels of contaminants recently found in the City-owned catch basin on S Myrtle St (RCB 189) and the.
large volume of sediment that has accumulated in this structure in the 5 months since SPU last cleaned
the system indicate that contaminated dirt and debris continues to be tracked onto the adjacent public
right-of-way on S Myrtle St by trucks leaving the site and is adversely affecting City infrastructure. Dirt
and debris were also observed along the south side of S Myrtle St immediately east of your driveway
during the May 11,2010 site visit, which indicates that sweeping practices have not been effective in
keeping contaminated material from leaving the site and entering the City-owned storm drain system on
S Myrtle St.

CORRECTIVE ACTION REOUIRED:

1. Take immediate action to reduce the amount of dirt and other debris tracked out onto S Myrtle St from
trucks leaving the site by employing more aggressive street sweeping or other means.

2. By August 9, 2010:

- Submit a plan to SPU describing how the illicit discharge from rooftops and the employee parking
lot will be eliminated, including a description of how the amount of dirt and debris tracked out onto
the City right-of-way will be controlled, as well as a long term monitoring plan to document that
contaminated material does not discharge to the City storm drain system in the future.

- Jet and clean the City storm drain lines and associated catch basins on S Myrtle St and S Garden St
to remove all contaminated sediment.

3. By October 12, eliminate the illicit discharge.

File No: 2010-013 Page 2



PENALTY:

Pursuant to SMC 22.808.050, the penalty for the prohibited discharge has been assessed at $500. This

penalty is due within 30 days to the address provided on the attached invoice.

Pursuant to SMC 22.808.050, a penalty ol $1,500 is hereby imposed for failing to implement appropriate

source controls as cited above. This penalty is suspended pending completion of the corrective action by

the required deadline of, and will be waived if compliance is achieved by that deadline. If compliance is

not achieved by the date set forth above, additional penalties may be assessed.

________________________________________

(206) 386-1199 beth.schmoyer@seatt1e.gov

Email

ellen.stewart@ seattle.gov

Ellen Stewart, Source Control Supervisor Phone Number Email

SEE REVERSE SIDE FOR INSTRUCTIONS

NOTICE OF VIOLATION AND ORDER CODE AUTHORItY
Stormwater Code Enforcement - Ch. 22.800-22.808 SMC

1) If you have questions or don’t understand the violation or what is necessary to correct it, contact Seattle
Public Utilities. You may call the Inspector whose name, phone number and email are on this notice.

2) The Notice of Violation and Order shall be final and not subject to further appeal unless an aggrieved
party requests in writing a review by the Director within ten (10) days after service of the Notice of
Violation and Order. When the last day of the period so computed is a Saturday, Sunday or federal or
City holiday, the period shall run until 5:00 p.m. on the next business day. (SMC 22.808.030.D).

Send request to:

Ellen Stewart
Seattle Public Utilities
700 5th Avenue, Suite 4900
POB 34018

Seattle, WA 98124-4018

3) If a responsible party fails to correct a violation or pay a penalty as required by a Notice of Violation, or
fails to comply with a Director’s order, the Director shall refer the matter to the City Attorney’s Office
for civil or criminal enforcement action (SMC 22.808.030.E).

4) In addition to penalties, these violations and failure to complete the corrective work may result in
responsible party liability for City costs of corrective action and abatement, investigation costs, costs to
correct the violations or other cost expenses, and loss or damage incurred by the City, plus a surcharge of
15% for administrative costs, as set forth in SMC 22.808.050 -.060 and -.070.

File No: 2010-013

Beth, Schmoyer, Lower Duwamish Phone Number
Waterway source control lead

(206) 615-0023
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PERMITS

If permits are required for compliance with this order, permitting information may be obtained at:

Side Sewer Permits:
Department of Planning and Development
Applicant Services Center
700 Fifth Avenue, Suite 2000 (20th Floor Seattle Municipal Tower)
Phone: 206-684-8850

Plumbing Permits:
Seattle/King County Public Health
401 5th Aye, Suite 1100(1 1ih Fioor Chinook Building)
Phone: 206-296-1175

Please bring this document with you when applying for any permits. The date set for compliance in a Notice of
Violation and Order takes precedence over work completion dates specified in any permit(s).

NOTICE OF VIOLATION AND ORDER PENALTY PAYMENT

See attached invoice for payment instructions.

FileNo: 2010-013 Page4
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UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY

4 REGION 10 LABORATORY
7411 Beach Dr. East

Port Orchard, Washington 98366

QUALITY ASSURANCE MEMORANDUM
FOR INORGANIC CHEMICAL ANALYSES

DATE: August 24, 2010

To: Jon Kiemesnid, Project Manager
Office of Compliance and Enforcement, US EPA Region 10

From: Stephanie Le, Chemist
Office of Environmental Assessment. US EPA Region 10 Laboratory

SUnJECT: Quality Assurance Review of Seattle Iron and Metals samples
For Total Metals

Project Code: ESD-202A
Account Code: 101 IB1OPSOIE5OC

CC: Dave Terpening. Inspector
Office of Compliance and Enforcement, US EPA Region 10

The following isa quality assurance review of the results of the analyses of 4 solid samples for Total Metals. These
samples were submitted for the Seattle Iron and Metals Project. The analyses were performed by EPA chemists at the US
EPA Region 10 Laboratory in Port Orchard, WA, following US EPA and Laboratory guidelines.

This review was conducted for the following samples:

10194000 10194001 10194002 10194003

Data Qualifications

Comments below refer to the quality control specifications outlined in the Laboratory’s current Quality Assurance Manual,
Standard Operating Procedures (SOPs) and the Quality Assurance Project Plan (QAPP). No excursions were required
from the method Standard Operating Procedure.

All measures of quality control met Laboratory/QAPP criteria.

For those tests for which the USEPA Region 10 Laboratory has been accredited by the National Environmental Laboratory
Accreditation Conference (NELAC), all requirements of the current NELAC Standard have been met.

I. Sample Transport and Receipt

Upon sample receipt, all conditions met Laboratory/QAPP requirements for this project.

2. Sample Holding Times

The concentration of an analyte in a sample or sample extract may increase or decrease over time depending on the nature
of the analyte. For this reason, holding time limits are recommended for samples. The samples covered by this review
met method holding time recommendations.
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3. Sample Preparation

Samples were prepared according to the method outlined in the SOP for these analytes for this type of matrix. No
qualification of the data was required based on sample preparation.

4. Initial Calibration and Calibration Verification

The calibration factors generated for the initial calibration met method criteria. All calibration verification checks met the
frequency and recovery criteria on the day of analysis. No qualification was required based on calibration or calibration
verification.

5. Laboratory Control Samples

All laboratory control sample results met the recovery acceptance criterion (85 — 115% of the standard’s true value) for the
method. No qualification was required based on laboratory control sample analysis.

6. Blank Analysis

The method blank did not contain detectable levels of analyte which would require data qualification.

7. Duplicate Analysis

Duplicate analysis was performed on sample 10194000. Sample results which were greater than the Low Range Standard
level were within the & 20% RPD requirement. No qualification was required based on duplicate analysis.

8. Matrix Spike/Matrix Spike Duplicate Analysis

Matrix spike analyses were performed on sample 10194000. Sample results were within the 75-125% recovery and
relative percent difference (RPD) requirements. If the spike amount added is less than one quarter of the sample
concentration, the recovery is reported “NA” and the results are not qualified. No other qualification was required based
on matrix spike analyses.

9. Reference Materials

A reference material was prepared and analyzed with the Total Metals samples. Analytical values for this sample were
within the range of acceptable results. No qualification was necessary based on analysis of the reference material.

10. Interferences

These samples contained high levels of metals, many of which caused interferences of various kinds. Many of these
interferences had to be addressed by analyzing the samples at a dilution.

11. Reporting Limits

All sample results that fall below the MRL are assigned the value of the MRL and the ‘U’ qualifier is attached.

12. Data Qualifiers

The U qualifier was attached to results below the reporting limit.

Below are the definitions for the codes used qualiing data from these analyses. When more than one quality issue was
involved, the most restrictive qualifier has been attached to the data.

U - The analyte was not detected at or above the reported value.
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NA - Not Applicable; the parameter was not included in the analysis, or there is no analytical result for this parameter.
No value is reported with this qualification.

The useffilness of qualified data should be treated according to the severity of the qualifier in light of the project’s data
quality objectives. Should questions arise regarding the data, contact Katie Adams at the Region 10 Laboratory, phone
number (360) 871- 8748.

13. Definitions

Accuracy - the degree of conformity of a measured or calculated quantity to its actual value.

Duplicate Analysis — when a duplicate of a sample (DS), a matrix spike (MSD), or a laboratory control sample
(LCSD) is analyzed, it is possible to use the comparison of the results in terms of relative percent
difference (RPD) to calculate precision.

Laboratory Control Sample (LCS) - a clean matrix spiked with known quantities of analytes. The LCS is
processed with samples through every step of preparation and analysis. Measuring percent recovery of
each analyte in the LCS provides a measurement of accuracy for the analyte in the project samples. A
laboratory control sample is prepared and analyzed at a frequency no less than one for every 20 project
samples.

Matrix Spike/Matrix Spike Duplicate (MS!MSD) - Sample analyses performed to provide information about the
effect of the sample matrix on analyte recovery and measurement within the project samples. To create
the MS/MSD, a project sample is spiked with known quantities of analytes and the percent recoveries of
the analytes are determined.

Method Blank- An analytical control that is carried through the entire analytical procedure. The method blank is
used to define the level of laboratory background and reagent contamination. A method blank is prepared
and analyzed for every batch of samples at a minimum frequency of one per every 20 samples. To
produce unqualified data, the result of the method blank analysis is required to be less than the MRL and
less than 10 times the amount of analyte found in any project sample.

Minimum Reporting Level (MRL) - the smallest measured concentration of a substance that can be reliably
measured using a given analytical method.

Precision — the degree of mutual agreement or repeatability among a series of individual results.

Reference materials — Samples with analyte values that are homogeneous and well established. This allows the
reference material to be used to assess the accuracy of the measurement method.

Relative Percent Difference — The difference between two sample results divided by their mean and expressed as a
percentage.
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Report by Parameter for Project ESD-202A

Project Code: ESD-202A Collected: 5/11/10 11:45:00
Project Name: SEATTLE IRON & METAL CORP. Matrix: Solid
Project Officer: JON KLEMESRUD Sample Number: 10194000
Account Code: 101 IBIOP5OIE5OC Type: Reg sample
Station Description: MAIN OFFICE ROOF RD#1 SEATTLE IRON METAL

Result Units Olfr

MET
Parameter : Metals, ICP-SAS Dry Weight Container ID NI
Method 200.7 ICP Inductively Coupled Plasma-Atomic Emission Analysis Date: 6/28/2010

Spectroscopy (22 elements)
Prep Method 200.2 Metals, total recoverable, water, soil, EMSL-CIN Prep DaLe: 6/24/2010

Analytes(s): 7440508 Copper 1140 mg/kg
7439921 Lead 1340 mg/kg
7440666 Zinc 4900 mg/kg

10194000 Reg sample
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Report by Parameter for Project ESD-202A

Project Code: ESD-202A Collected:
Project Name: SEATTLE IRON & METAL CORP. Matrix: Solid
Project Officer: JON KLEMESRUD Sample Number: 10194000
Account Code: 101 1BIOP5OIE5OC Type: Duplicate

Station Description:

Result Units Our

MET
Parameter : Metals, ICPSAS Dry Weight Containcr ID: NI

Method : 200.7 ICP Inductively Coupled Plasma-Atomic Emission Analysis Date: 6/282010
Spectroscopy (22 elements)

Prep Method : 200,2 Metals, total recoverable, water, soil. EMSL-CIN Prep Date: 6/24/2010

Analytes(s): 7440508 Copper 1180 mg/kg
7439921 Lead 1330 mg/kg
7440666 Zinc 4800 mg/kg

10194000 Duplicate
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Report by Parameter for Project ESD-202A

Project Code: ESD-202A Collected:
Project Name: SEATTLE IRON & METAL CORP. Matrix: Solid
Project Officer: JON KLEMESRUD Sample Number: 10194000
Account Code: 101 IBIOP5O1E5OC Type: Matrix Spike
Station Description:

Result Units Qlfr

MET
Parameter : Metals, ICP-SAS Dry Weight Container ID : NI
Method : 200.7 ICP Inductively Coupled Plasma-Atomic Emission Analysis Date: 6/28/20 10

Spectroscopy (22 elements)
Prep Method : 200.2 Metals, total recoverable, water, soil, EMSL-CIN Prep Date: 6/24/20 10

Analytes(s): 7440508 Copper NA
7439921 Lead NA
7440666 Zinc NA

10194000 Matrix Spike



0 0
8/20/10 Manchester Environmental Laboratory Page 4 of 10

Report by Parameter for Project ESD-202A

Project Code: ESD-202A Collected:
Project Name: SEATTLE IRON & METAL CORP. Matrix: Solid
Project Officer: JON KLEMESRUD Sample Number: 10194000
Account Code: 101 IBIOP5OIE5OC Type: Matrix Spike Dupi

Station Description:

Result Units Olfr

MET
Parameter : Metals, ICP-SAS Dry Weight Container ID NI
Method : 200.7 ICP Inductively Coupled Plasma-Atomic Emission Analysis Date: 6/28/20 10

Spectroscopy (22 elements)
Prep Method : 200.2 Metals, total recoverable, water. soil. EMSL-CIN Prep Date 6/24/2010

Analytes(s): 7440508 Copper NA
7439921 Lead NA
7440666 Zinc NA

10194000 Matrix Spike Do
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Report by Parameter for Project ESD-202A

Project Code: ESD-202A Collected: 5/11/10 12:20:00
Project Name: SEATTLE IRON & METAL CORP. Matrix: Solid
Project Officer: JON KLEMESRUD Sample Number: 10194001
Account Code: lOll B I 0P50 I E5OC Type: Reg sample
Station Description: MAINTENANCE ROOF GUTTER RD#2

Result Units QIfr

MET
Parameter : Metals, ICP-SAS 0w Weight Container ID: NI
Method : 2002 ICP Inductively Coupled Plasma-Atomic Emission Analysis Dale: 6/28/2010

Spectroscopy (22 elements)
Prep Melhud : 200.2 Metals, total recoverable, water, soil, EMSL-CIN Prep Dale: 6/24/20 10

Analytes(s): 7440508 Copper 1050 mg/kg
7439921 Lead 1710 mg/kg
7440666 Zinc 7520 mg/kg

10194001 Reg sample
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Report by Parameter for Project ESD-202A

Project Code: ESD-202A Collected: 5/11/10 12:55:00
Project Name: SEATTLE IRON & METAL CORP. Matrix: Solid
Project Officer: JON KLEMESRUD Sample Number: 10194002
Account Code: 101 IBIOP5OIE5OC Type: Reg sample

Station Description: EMPLOYEE PARKING LOT CATCH BASIN CBPL

Result Units Olfr

MET
Parameter : Metals, ICP-SAS Dry Weight Container ID: NI

Method : 200.7 ICP Inductively Coupled Plasma-Atomic Emission Analysis Date: 6/28/2010
Spectroscopy (22 elements)

Prep Method : 200.2 Metals, total recoverable, water, soil. EMSL-CIN Prep Date: 6/24/2010

Analytes(s): 7440508 Copper 1950 mg/kg
7439921 Lead 1150 mg/kg
7440666 Zinc 4780 mg/kg

10194002 Reg sample



0 0
8/20/10 Manchester Environmental Laboratory Page 7 of 10

Report by Parameter for Project ESD-202A

Project Code: ESD-202A Collected: 5/11/10 13:20:00
Project Name: SEATTLE IRON & METAL CORP. Matrix: Solid
Project Officer: JON KLEMESRUD Sample Number: 10194003
Account Code: 101 lB 1OP5OIE5OC Type: Reg sample
Station Description: CATCH BASIN MYRTLE ST NW OF MAIN OFFICE

Result Units Olfr

MET
Parameter : Metals, ICP-SAS Dry Weight Container ID: NI
Method : 200.7 ICP Inductively Coupled Plasma-Atomic Emission Analysis Date: 6/28/2010

Spectroscopy (22 elements)
Prep Method : 200.2 Metals, total recoverable, water, soil, EMSL-CIN Prep Date : 6/24/2010

Analytes(s): 7440508 Copper 861 mg/kg
7439921 Lead 912 mg/kg
7440666 Zinc 4380 mg/kg

10194003 Reg sample
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Report by Parameter for Project ESD-202A

Project Code: ESD-202A Collected:
Project Name: SEAHLE IRON & METAL CORP. Matrix: Solid
Project Officer: JON KLEMESRL’D Sample Number: 150624 IOA
Account Code: 1OI1BIOP5O1ESOC Type: Blank

Station Description:

Result Units Qlfr

MET
Parameter Metals. ICP-SAS Dry Weight Conlainer ID
Method : 200.7 ICP Inductively Coupled Plasma-Atomic Emission Analysis Date: 6/2812010

Spectroscopy (22 elements)
Prep Method : 200.2 Metals, total recoverable, water, soil, EMSL-CIN Prep Date: 6/24/2010

Analytes(s): 7440508 Copper 0.50 mg/kg U
7439921 Lead 3,0 mg/kg U
7440666 Zinc 0.50 mg/kg U

15062410A Blank
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Report by Parameter for Project ESD-202A

Project Code: ESD-202A Collected:
Project Name: SEATTLE IRON & METAL CORP. Matrix: Solid
Project Officer: JON KLEMESRUD Sample Number: 150624 bA
AccountCode: IOI1B1OP5OIE5OC Type; LCS
Station Description:

Result Units Qlfr

MET
Parameter Metals, ICP-SAS Dry Weight Container ID:
Method : 200.7 ICP Inductively Coupled Plasma-Atomic Emission Analysis Date 6/28/2010

Spectroscopy (22 elements)
Prep Method : 200.2 Metals. total recoverable. water. soil. EMSL-CIN Prep Dale: 6/24/2010

Surrogate(s: 7440508 Copper 102 %Rec
7439921 Lead 102 %Rec
7440666 Zinc 100 %Rec

150624 IOA LCS
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Report by Parameter for Project ESD-202A

Project Code: ESD-202A Collected:
Project Name: SEATTLE IRON & METAL CORP. Matrix: Solid
Project Officer: JON KLEMESRUD Sample Number: 1S06241 0A
Account Code: 1011 B I 0P50 I E5OC Type: LCSD

Station Description:

Result Units Olfr

MET
Parameter : Metals, ICP-SAS Dry Weight Container ID

Method : 200.7 ICP Inductively Coupled Plasma-Atomic Emission Analysis Date: 6/28/2010
Spectroscopy (22 elements)

Prep Method : 200.2 Metals, total recoverable, water, soil. EMSL-C[N Prep Date: 6/24/2010

Surrogate(s: 7440508 Copper 102 %Rec
7439921 Lead 101 %Rec
7440666 Zinc 99 %Rec

1S062410A LCSD
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UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY
REGION 10 LABORATORY

7411 Beach Dr. East
Port Orchard, Washington 98366

QUALITY ASSURANCE MEMORANDUM
FOR ORGANIC CHEMICAL ANALYSES

Date: September 1,2010

To: Jon Klemesrud, Project Manager
Office of Compliance and Enforcement, USEPA Region 10

From: Gerald Dodo, Chemist
Office of Environmental Assessment, USEPA Region 10 Laboratory

CC: Dave Terpening, Project Manager
Office of Compliance and Enforcement, USEPA Region 10

Subject: Quality Assurance Review for the Total Petroleum Hydrocarbon - Diesel Range Extended Analysis of
Samples from the Seattle Iron and Metals Project

Project Code: ESD-202A
Account Code: 101 IBIOP5O1E5OC

The following is a quality assurance review of the data for total petroleum hydrocarbon - diesel range extended (TPH
Dx) analysis samples from the above referenced site. The preparation and analyses were performed by the USEPA
Region 10 Laboratory staff using modified EPA SW846 method 3550 and Washington State Department of Ecology
Method NWTPH-Dx.

This review was conducted for the following samples:

10194000 10194001 10194002 10194003

1. Data Qualifications

Comments below refer to the quality control specifications outlined in the Laboratory’s current Quality Assurance
Manual, Standard Operating Procedures (SOPs) and the Quality Assurance Project Plan (QAPP). No excursions were
required from the method Standard Operating Procedure.

The quality control measures which did not meet Laboratory/QAPP criteria are annotated in the title of each affected
subsection with ‘Laboratorv/QAPP Criteria C’ould Not be Met”.

For those tests for which the EPA Region 10 Laboratory has been accredited by the National Environmental Laboratory
Accreditation Conference (NELAC), all requirements of the current NELAC Standard have been met.
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2. Sample Transport and Receipt

Upon sample receipt, no conditions were noted that would impact data quality.

3. Sample Holding Times

The concentration of an analyte in a sample or extract of a sample may increase or decrease over time depending on the
nature of the analyte. The holding time maximum criteria applied for the extraction of soil samples is 14 days from the
time of collection. Extracts have a holding time maximum of 40 days from the time of preparation. All samples were
extracted and analyzed within these criteria.

4. Sample Preparation

Samples were prepared according to (he method.

5. Initial Calibration/Continuing Calibration Verification (CCV) - LaboratonJQAPP Criteria Could Not he Met

Initial calibration was performed on 04/21/10 for #2 diesel and motor oil. Percent relative standard deviations (RSDs)
of the calibration factors met the criteria of<20”/o or the correlation coefficients met the criteria of?0.99.

The CCV for effluent samples met the criteria for frequency of analysis and relative retention time (RRT) windows.
The percent accuracies met the criteria of 85-115% except for a CCV analyzed on 05/20/10. The TPH-GC/Diesel
Range Organics resulted with <85% accuracy for this CCV. The associated analyses were for sample 10194002 and
10194002 duplicate. The associated results were non-detected and were qualified US.

6. LCS/LCSD

Data for laboratory control sample/laboratory control sample duplicates (LCS/LCSD) are generated to provide
information on the accuracy and precision of the analytical method and the laboratory performance. The LCS/LCSD
recoveries were within the criieria of 50-150% with a relative percent difference (RPD) of s50.

7. Blank Analysis

Method blanks were prepared and analyzed with each sample extraction batch to evaluate the potential for laboratory
contamination and effects on the sample results. Target analytes were not detected in the blanks.

8. Surrogate Spikes

Surrogate recoveries are used to help in the evaluation of laboratory performance on thdividual samples. The surrogate
recoveries met the criteria of 50-150%. Recoveries for sample 10194003 and duplicate were not measurable due to the
concentrations of TPHs that required high extract dilution factors.

9. Duplicate Sample Analysis

Duplicate sample analyses are performed to provide information on the precision, in the matrix of interest, of the
analytical method. Duplicate analyses were performed using samples 10194002 and 10194003. All results which were
above 5 times the reporting limit met the relative percent difference (RPD) criteria ofS2O.
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10. Compound Identification/Quantitation

Chromatograms were reviewed with identifications of the TPH fractions judged acceptable. The initial calibration
functions were used for calculations. Reported quantitation limits were based on the initial calibration standards,
sample size and extract volumes used for the analysis.

All manual integrations have been reviewed and found to comply with acceptable integration practices.

11. Data Qualifiers

All requirements for data qualifiers from the preceding sections were accumulated. Each sample data summary sheet
and each compound was checked for positive or negative results. From this, the overall need for data qualifiers for
each analysis was determined. In cases where more than one of the preceding sections required data qualifiers, the
most restrictive qualifier has been added to the data.

The usefulness of qualified data should be treated according to the severity of the qualifier in light of the project’s data
quality objectives. Should questions arise regarding the data, contact Gerald Dodo at the Region 10 Laboratory, phone
number (360) 871 -8728.

Qualifier Definition

U The analyte was not detected at or above the reported value.

J The identification of the analyte is acceptable; the reported value is an estimate.

US The analyte was not detected at or above the reported value. The reported value is an
estimate.

R The presence or absence of the analyte can not be determined from the data due to
severe quality control problems. The data are rejected and considered unusable.
value is reported with this qualification.

NA Not Applicable, the parameter was not analyzed for, or there is no analytical result for
this parameter. No value is reported with this qualification.



0 0
9/2/10 Manchester Environmental Laboratory Page 1 of 9

Report by Parameter for Project ESD-202A

Project Code: ESD-202A Collected: 5/11/10 11:45:00
Project Name: SEATTLE IRON & METAL CORP. Matrix: Solid
Project Officer: JON KLEMESRUD Sample Number: 10194000
Account Code: 101 IBIOP5OIE5OC Type: Reg sample
Station Description: MAIN OFFICE ROOF RD#1 SEATTLE IRON METAL

Result Units Qlfr

ORG
Parameter : Tot Petroleum Hyd, Diesel extended Container ID: NI
Method : NWTPH-DX Diesel range organics Analysis Dale: 5/19/2010
Prep Method 3550-M (MOD) Ultrasonic Extraction Prep Date: 5/13/20 10

Analytes(s): *400009 TPH-GC/Diesel Range Organies 44 mg/kg U
*400010 TPH-GC/Motor Oil Range Organic s 740 mg/kg

Surrogate(s: 629992 Pentacosane 115 %Ree

10194000 Reg sample
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Report by Parameter for Project ESD-202A

Project Code: ESD-202A Collected: 5/11/10 12:20:00
Project Name: SEATTLE IRON & METAL CORP. Matrix: Solid
Project Officer: JON KLEMESRUD Sample Number: 10194001
Account Code: 101 lB 1OP5O1E5OC Type: Reg sample
Station Description: MAINTENANCE ROOF GUTTER RD#2

Result Units Qlfr

ORG
Parameter : Tot Petroleum Hyd, Diesel extended Container ID: NI
Method : NWTPH-DX Diesel range organics Analysis Date: 5/19/2010
Prep Method : 3550-M (MOD) Ultrasonic Extraction Prep DaLe: 5/13/2010

Analytes(s): *400009 TPH-GC/Diesel Range Organics 29 mg/kg U
*400010 TPH-GC/Motor Oil Range Organic s 380 mg/kg

Surrogate(s: 629992 Pentacosane 106 %Rec

10194001 Reg sample
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Report by Parameter for Project ESD-202A

Project Code: ESD-202A Collected: 5/11/10 12:55:00
Project Name: SEATTLE IRON & METAL CORP. Matrh: Solid
Project Officer: JON KLEMESRUD Sample Number: 10194002
Account Code: 101 IBIOP5O1E5OC Type: Reg sample

Station Description: EMPLOYEE PARKING LOT CATCH BASIN CBPL

Result Units piEr

ORG
Parameter : Tot Petroleum Hyd, Diesel extended Container ID: NI

Method : NWTPH-DX Diesel range organics Analysis Date: 5/20/20 10
Prep Method : 3550-M (MOD) Ultrasonic Extraction Prep Date: 5/13/2010

Analytes(s): *400009 TPH-GC/Diesel Range Organics 200 mg/kg UJ
*400010 TPH-GC/Motor Oil Range Organic s 2500 mglkg

Suuogate(s: 629992 Pentacosane 109 %Rec

10194002 Reg sample
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Report by Parameter for Project ESD-202A

Project Code: ESD-202A Collected:
Project Name: SEATTLE IRON & METAL CORP. Matrix: Solid
Project Officer: JON KLEMESRUD Sample Number: 101 94002
Account Code: 101 IBIOP5O1E5OC Type: Duplicate
Station Description:

Result Units Qlfr

ORG
Parameter Tot Petroleum Hyd, Diesel extended Container ID: NI
Method NWTPH-DX Diesel range organics Analysis Date: 5/20/20 10
Prep Method 3550-M (MOD) Ultrasonic Extraction Prep Date: 5/13/20 10

Analytes(s): *400009 TPH-GC/Diesel Range Organics 200 mg/kg UJ
*400010 TPH-GC/Motor Oil Range Organic s 2500 mg/kg

Surrogate(s: 629992 Pentacosane 105 %Rec

10194002 Duplicate
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Report by Parameter for Project ESD-202A

Project Code: ESD-202A Collected; 5/1 1/10 13:20:00
Project Name: SEATTLE IRON & METAL CORP. Matrix: Solid
Project Officer: JON KLEMESRUD Sample Number: 10194003
Account Code: 101 IBIOP5O1E5OC Type: Reg sample
Station Description: CATCH BASIN MYRTLE ST NW OF MAIN OFFICE

Result Units Qlfr

ORG
Parameter : Tot Petroleum Hyd, Diesel extended Conlainer ID: NI
Method : NWTPH-DX Diesel range organics Analysis Date: 5/19/2010
Prep Method : 3550-M (MOD) Ulasonic Extraction Prep Date: 5/13/2010

Analytes(s): 629992 Pentacosane NA
*400009 TPH-CC/1)iesel Range Organics 1600 mg/kg
*300010 TPH-GC/Motor Oil Range Organic s 5300 mg/kg

10194003 Reg sample
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Report by Parameter for Project ESD-202A

Project Code: ESD-202A Collected:
Project Name: SEATTLE IRON & METAL CORP. Matrix: Solid
Project Officer: JON KLEMESRUD Sample Number: 10194003
Account Code: 101 IBIOP50IE5OC Type: Duplicate
Station Description:

Result Units Olfr

ORG
Parameter : Tot Petroleum Hyd, Diesel extended Container ID: Ni
Method NWTPH-DX Diesel range organics Analysis Date: 5/21/2010
Prep Method : 3550-M (MOD) Ultrasonic Extraction Prep Date: 5/13/2010

Analytes(s): 629992 Pentacosane NA
*400009 TPH-GCfDiesel Range Organics 1600 mg/kg
*400010 TPH-GC/Motur Oil Range Organic s 5600 mg/kg

10194003 Duplicate
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Report by Parameter for Project ESD-202A

Project Code: ESD-202A Collected:
Project Name: SEATTLE IRON & METAL CORP. Matrix: Solid
Project Officer: JON KLEMESRUD Sample Number: 0B50133B1
Account Code: 101 lB IOP5OIE5OC Type: Blank
Station Description:

Result Units Qlfr

ORG
Parameter Tot Petroleum Hyd, Diesel extended Container ID 0
Method : NWTPH-DX Diesel range organics Analysis Date: 5/19/20 10
Prep Method : 3550-M (MOD) Ultrasonic Extraction Prep Date: 5/13/20 10

Analytes(s): *400009 TPH-GC/Diesel Range Organics 20 mg/kg U
*4000 10 TN-I-CC/Motor Oil Range Organic s 40 mg/kg U

Surrogate(s: 629992 Pentacosane 102 %Rec

OBSOI33BI Blank
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Report by Parameter for Project ESD-202A

Project Code: ESD-202A Collected:
Project Name: SEATTLE IRON & METAL CORP. Matrix: Solid
ProjeclOfficer: JONKLEMESRUD SampleNumber: 0B50133F1
Account Code: 101 IBIOP5OIE5OC Type: LCS

Station Description:

Result Units Olfr

ORG
Parameter Tel Petroleum Hyd, Diesel extended Container ID 0

Method NWTPH-DX Diesel range oruanics Analysis Date: 5/19/20 10
Prep Method 3550-M (MOD) Ultrasonic Extraction Prep Date 5113/20 10

Surrogate(s: 629992 Pentacosane 100 %Rec
*4yJ009 TPH-GC/Diesel Range Organics 89 %Rec

OBSOI33FI LCS
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Report by Parameter for Project ESD-202A

Project Code: ESD-202A Collected:
Project Name: SEATTLE IRON & METAL CORP. Matrix: Solid
Project Officer: JON KLEMESRLD Sample Number: 0BS0133F2
Account Code: 101 1B1OP5OIE5OC Type: LCS
Station Description:

Result Units Qlfr

ORG
Parameter : Tot Pctmleum Hyd, Diesel extended Container ID : 0
MethDd NWTPH-DX Diesel range organics Analysis Dale: 5/19/2010
Prep Method : 3550-M (MOD) Ultrasonic Extraction Prep Dale: 5/13/2010

Surrogate(s: 629992 Pentacosane 101 %Rec
*400009 TPH-GC/Diesel Range Organics 90 %Rcc

0BS0133F2 LCS
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UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY
REGION 10 LABORATORY

7411 Beach Dr. East
Port Orchard, Washington 98366

QUALITY ASSURANCE MEMORANDUM
FOR ORGANIC CHEMICAL ANALYSES

Date: June 9,2010

To: Jon Kemesmd, Project Manager
Office of Compliance and Enforcement, USEPA Region 10

From: Steven Reimer, Chemist
Office of Environmental Assessment, USEPA Region 10 Laboratory

Subject: Quality Assurance Review for the PCB Aroclor Analysis of Samples from Seattle Iron
and Metals

Project Code: ESD-202A
Account Code: 2010201 IBIOPSO1E5OC

cc: Dave Terpening, Office of Compliance and Enforcement, USEPA Region 10

The following is a quality assurance review of the data for PCB Aroclor analysis samples from the above
referenced site. The analyses were performed by EPA Region 10 Laboratory Chemists following US
EPA Laboratory guidelines.

This review was conducted for the following samples:

10194000 10194001 10194002 10194003

1. Data Qualifications

Comments below refer to the quality control specifications outlined in the Laboratory’s current Quality
Assurance Manual, Standard Operating Procedures (SOPs) and the Quality Assurance Project Plan
(QAPP). No excursions were required from the method Standard Operating Procedure.

All measures of quality control met Laboratory/QAPP criteria.

For those tests for which the EPA Region 10 Laboratory has been accredited by the National
Environmental Laboratory Accreditation Conference (NELAC), all requirements of the current NELAC
Standard have been met.
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2. Sample Holding Times

Upon sample receipt, no conditions were noted that would affect data quality.

3. Sample Holding Times

The concentration of an analyte in a sample or extract of a sample may increase or decrease over time
depending on the nature of the analyte. For this reason, holding time limits are recommended for samples
and extracts. Extracts were analyzed within 40 days of preparation. No qualifiers were applied based on
holding times.

4. Sample Preparation

Samples were prepared according to the method.

5. Initial Calibration/Continuing Calibration Verification (CCV)

Initial calibrations were performed on 05/18/10 and 05/27/10. Calibration curves met the coefficient of
determination criteria.

The CCV for reported samples met the criteria for frequency of analysis and relative retention time (RRT)
windows. The percent accuracies met the criteria of 80-120% of the true value.

6. Laboratory Control Samples/Laboratory Control Sample Duplicates (LCS/LCSD)

LCS/LCSD are generated to provide information on the accuracy and precision of the analytical method
and the laboratory performance. The LCS/LCSD recoveries were within the criteria of 70-130°h with a
relative percent difference 50%.

7. Blank Analysis

Method blanks were analyzed with each sample batch to evaluate the potential for laboratory
contamination and effects on the sample results. Target analytes were not detected in method blanks.

8. Surrogate Spikes

Surrogate recoveries are used to help in the evaluation of laboratory performance on individual samples.
The surrogate compound used for these analyses was decachlorobiphenyl. All surrogate recoveries were
within the criteria of 50-150%.

9. Matrix Spike/Matrix Spike Duplicate Analysis (MS/MSD)

MS/MSD analyses are performed to provide information on the effects of sample matrices toward the
analytical method. An MS/MSD analysis was performed using samples 10194400 (S l/S2). The
MS/MSD recoveries were within the criteria of 30-150% with a relative percent difference 50%.

10. Compound Quantitation

The initial calibration ifinctions were used for calculations. Reported quantitation limits were based on
the initial calibration standards and sample size used for the analysis.
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Sample 10194402 was prepared and analyzed in duplicate. The duplicate results rpd was 50%.

All manual integrations have been reviewed and found to comply with acceptable integration practices.

II. Identification

PCBs and the surrogate were identified based on chromatographic retention times of two dissimilar gas
chromatography columns as determined from the initial calibration.

12. Data Qualifiers

All requirements for data qualifiers from the preceding sections were accumulated. Each sample data
summary sheet and each compound was checked for positive or negative results. From this, the overall
need for data qualifiers for each analysis was determined. In cases where more than one of the preceding
sections required data qualifiers, the most restrictive qualifier has been added to the data.

The usefulness of qualified data should be treated according to the severity of the qualifier in light of the
project’s data quality objectives. Should questions arise regarding the data, contact Steve Reimer at the
Region 10 Laboratory, phone number (360) 871 -8718.

Qualifier Definition

U The analyte was not detected at or above the reported value.

J The identification of the analyte is acceptable; the reported value is an estimate.
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Report by Parameter for Project ESD-202A

Project Code: ESD-202A Collected: 5/11/10 11:45:00
Project Name: SEATTLE IRON & METAL CORP. Matrix: Solid
Project Officer: JON KLEMESRUD Sample Number: 10194000
Account Code: 101 IBIOP5OIE5OC Type: Reg sample
Station Description: MAIN OFFICE ROOF RD#1 SEATTLE IRON METAL

Result Units QIfr

ORG
Parameter Polychlorinated Biphenyl Container ID: NI
Method 8082 Polychloñnated Biphenyls (PCBs/congeners) by GC Analysis Date: 5/27/20 10
Prep Method : 3570 SW-846 Method 3570 Micro-extraction Prep Date: 5/26/2010

Analytes(s): 12674112 PCB-1016 110 ug/kg U
11104282 PCB-1221 110 ug/kg U
11141165 PCB-1232 210 ug/kg U
53469219 PCB-1242 110 ug/kg U
12672296 PCB-1248 110 ug/kg U
11097691 PCB-1254 2200 ug/kg
11096825 PCB-1260 110 ug/kg U

Surrogate(s: *2051243 Decachlorobiphenyl 108 %Rec

10194000 Reg sample
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Report by Parameter for Project ESD-202A

Project Code: ESD-202A Collected:
Project Name: SEATTLE IRON & METAL CORP. Matrix: Solid
Project Officer: JON KLEMESRUD Sample Number: 10194000
Account Code: 101 IBIOP5OIE5OC Type: Matrix Spike
Station Description:

Result Units Olfr

ORG
Parameter Polychlorinaed Biphenyl Container ID: 0
Method : 8082 Polychlohnated Biphenyls (PCBs’congeners) by GC Analysis Date: 5/28/2010
Prep Method 3570 SW-846 Method 3570 Micro-extraction Prep Date 5/26/20 10

Surrogate(s: *2051243 Decachlorobiphenyl 118 %Rec
1109769t PCB-1254 96 %Ree

10194000 Matrix Spike
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Report by Parameter for Project ESD-202A

Project Code: ESD-202A Collected:
Project Name: SEATTLE IRON & METAL CORP. Matrix: Solid
Project Officer: JON KLEMESRUD Sample Number: 10194000
Account Code: 101 1BIOPSOIESOC Type: Matrix Spike Dupi
Station Description:

Result Units Qlfr

ORG
Parameter : Polychlorinated Biphenyl Container ID : 0
Method : 8082 Polychloñnatcd Biphenyls (PCBs/congeners) by GC Analysis Date: 5/28/20 10
Prep Method : 3570 SW-846 Method 3570 Micro-extraction Prep Date: 5/26/20 10

Surrogate(s: *205 1243 Decachlorobiphenyl 110 %Rec
11097691 PCB-1254 87 %Rec

10194000 Matrix Spike Du
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Report by Parameter for Project ESD-202A

Project Code: ESD-202A Collected: 5/11/10 12:20:00
Project Name: SEATTLE IRON & METAL CORP. Matrix. Solid
Project Officer: JON KLEMESRUD Sample Number: 10194001
Account Code: lOll B 10P50 I E5OC Type: Reg sample
Station Description: MAINTENANCE ROOF GUTTER RD#2

Result Units OIfr

ORG
Parameter : Polychiorinated Biphenyl Container ID: NI

Method 8082 PolychloHnated Biphcnyls (PCBs/congeners) by GC Analysis Date: 5/27/20 10
Prep Method : 3570 SW-846 Method 3570 Micro-extraction Prep Date: 5/26/2010

Analvtes(s): 12674112 PCB-1016 200 U
11104282 P0-1221 200 ug’lcg U
11141165 PCB-1232 400 uglkg U
53469219 PCB-1242 200 ug/kg U
12672296 P0-1248 200 ug/ka U
11097691 PCB-1254 2300 ugfkg
11096825 PCB-1260 200 ugikg U

Surrogate(s: *2051243 Decachlorobiphenyl 103 %Rec

10194001 Reg sample
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Report by Parameter for Project ESD-202A

Project Code: ESD-202A Collected: 5/11/10 12:55:00
Project Name: SEATTLE IRON & METAL CORP. Matrix: Solid
Project Officer: JON KLEMESRUD Sample Number: 10194002
Account Code: 101 IBIOP5OIE5OC Type: Reg sample

Station escription: EMPLOYEE PARKING LOT CATCH BASIN CBPL

Result Units Our

ORC
Parameter : Polychlorinated Biphenyl Container ID : NI

Method : 8082 Polychloñnated Diphenyls (PCBs/congeners) by GC Analysis Date: 5/27/2010

Prep Method : 3570 SW-846 Method 3570 Micro-extraction Prep Date: 5/26/2010

Analytes(s): 12674112 PCB-1016 250 ug/kg U
11104282 P0-1221 250 ug’3g U
11141165 PCB-1232 500 ug/kg U
53469219 PCB-1242 250 ug/kg U
12672296 P0-1248 250 ug’kg U
11097691 PCB-1254 4200 ug/kg
11096825 P0-1260 250 ug/kg U

Surrogate(s: *2051213 Decachlorobiphenyl 86 %Rec

10194002 Reg sample
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Report by Parameter for Project ESD-202A

Project Code: ESD-202A Collected:
Project Name: SEATTLE IRON & METAL CORP. Matrix: Solid
Project Officer: JON KLEMESRUD Sample Number: 10194002
Account Code: 101 lB IOP5O1E5OC Type: Duplicate

Station Description:

Result Units gift

ORG
Parameter : Polychioñnated Biphenyl Container ID; NI
Method : 8082 Polychlodnated Biphenyls (PCBs/congeners) by GC Analysis Date: 5/27/2010
Prep Method 3570 SW-846 Method 3570 Micro-extraction Prep Date: 5/26/2010

Analytes(s): 12674112 PCB-1016 250 ug/kg U
11104282 PCB-1221 250 ug/kg U
11141165 PCB-1232 500 ug/kg U
53469219 PCB-1242 250 ugRcg U
12672296 PCB-1248 250 ug/kg U
11097691 PCB-1254 4900 ug/kg
11096825 PCB-1260 250 ugRcg U

Surrogate(s: *205 1243 Decachlorobiphenyl 102 %Rec

10194002 Duplicate
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Report by Parameter for Project ESD-202A

Project Code: ESD-202A Collected: 5/11/10 13:20:00
Project Name: SEATTLE IRON & METAL CORP. Matrix: Solid
Project Officer: JON KLEMESRUD Sample Number: 10194003
Account Code: 1011 B I OPSO I E5OC Type: keg sample
Station Description: CATCH BASIN MYRTLE ST NW OF MAIN OFF[CE

Result Units OIfr

ORG
Parameter Polychiorinated BiphenI Conlainer ID NI
Method 8082 PoiychloHnatcd Biphenyls (PCBs’congeners) by GC Analysis Dale: 5/2712010
Prep Method 3570 SW-846 Method 3570 Micro-extraction Prep Dale : 5/26/2010

Analytcs(s): 12674112 PCB-1016 250 ug/kg U
11104282 PCB-1221 250 ug’lcg U
11141165 PCB-1232 500 uglcg U
53369219 PCB-1242 5900 ug/kg
12672296 PCB-1248 250 ug’kg U
11097691 PCB-1254 3600 ug/kg
11096825 PCB-1260 250 ugilcg U

Sunogate(s: *205 1243 Decachlorobiphenyl 90 %Rcc

10194003 Reg sample
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Report by Parameter for Project ESD-202A

Project Code: ESD-202A Collected:
Project Name: SEAttLE IRON & METAL CORP. Matrix: Solid
ProjectOfficer: JONKLEMESRUD SampleNumber: OBSOI46BI
Account Code: 101 IBIOP5OIE5OC Type: Blank

Station Description:

Result Units QIfr

ORG
Parameter : Polychlorinated Biphenyl Container ID : 0

Method : 8082 Polychlorinated Biphenyls (PCBs/congeners) by GC Analysis Date: 5/27/20 10
Prep Method : 3570 SW-846 Method 3570 Micro-extraction Prep Date: 5/26/20l0

Analytes(s): 12674112 PCB-l016 50 ug/kg U
11104282 PCB-1221 50 ug/kg U
11141165 PCB-I232 100 ug/kg U
53469219 PCB-l242 50 ug/kg U
12672296 PCB-1248 50 ug/kg U
11097691 PCB-1254 50 U
11096825 PCB-l260 50 u/kg U

Surrogate(s: *2051243 Decachlorobiphenyl 110 %Rec

OBSOI46BI Blank
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Report by Parameter for Project ESD-202A

Project Code: ESD-202A Collected:
Project Name: SEATTLE IRON & METAL CORP. Matrix: Solid
ProjectOfflccr: JONKLEMESRUD SampleNumbcr: 0B50146F1
Account Code: 1011 B 10P501 E5OC Type: LCS
Station Description:

Result Units Our

ORC
Parameter : Polychiorinated Biphenyl Container ID: 0
Method : 8082 Polychlorinated Biphenyls (PC&’congcncrs) by GC Analysis Date: 5/27/2010
Prep Method : 3570 SW-846 Method 3570 Micro-extraction Prep Date: 5/26/2010

Surrogate(s: ‘2051243 Decachlombiphenyl 119 %Rcc
11097691 PCB-1254 Ill %Rcc

OBSOI46FI LCS
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Report by Parameter for Project ESD-202A

Project Code: ESD-202A Collected:
Project Name: SEATTLE IRON & METAL CORP. Matrix: Solid
Project Officer: JON KLEMESRUD Sample Number: OBS0146F2
Account Code: 101 lB IOPSO1E5OC Type: LCSD

Station Description:

Result Units Olfr

ORG
Parameter : Polychlodnated Biphenyl Container ID 0
Method : 8082 Polychlodnated Biphenyls (PCBs/congeners) by GC Analysis Date: 5/27/20 10
Prep Method : 3570 SW-846 Method 3570 Micro-extraction Prep Date: 5/26/2010

Surrogatc(s: *205 1243 Decachlorobiphenyl 110 %Rec
11097691 PCB-1254 110 %Rec

OBSOI46F2 LCSD
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Report by Parameter for Project ESD-202A

Project Code: ESD-202A Collected:

Project Name: SEATTLE IRON & METAL CORP. Matrix: Solid
Project Officer: JON KLEMESRUD Sample Number: 0B50146F3
Account Code: 101 IB1OP5OIE5OC Type: LCS
Station Description:

Result Units Our

ORG
Parameter : Polychiorinated Biphenyl Container ID 0
Method : 8082 Polychlorinated Biphenyls (PCBs/congeners) by GC Analysis Date: 5/27/20 10
Prep Method : 3570 SW-846 Method 3570 Micro-extraction Prep Date: 5/26/20 10

Surrogate(s: *205 1243 Decachlorobiphenyl 103 %Rec
53469219 PCB-1242 94 %kcc

08S0146F3 LCS
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Report by Parameter for Project ESD-202A

Project Code: ESD-202A Collected:
Project Name: SEATTLE IRON & METAL CORP. Matrix: Solid
ProjectOfficer: JONKLEMESRUD SampleNumber: 08S0146F4
Account Code: 101 IBIOP5OIE5OC Type: LCSD

Station Description:

Result Units OIfr

ORG
Parameter Polychlorinated Biphcoyl Container ID 0
Method : 8082 Polychloñnated Biphcnyls (PCBs’congeners) by OC Analysis Date: 5/27/20 10
Prep Method : 3570 SW-846 Method 3570 Micro-extraction Prep Date: 5/26/20 10

Surrogatc(s: ‘2051243 Decachlorobiphenyl 114 %Rec
53469219 PCB-1242 103 %Rcc

08S0146F4 LCSD
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UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY
REGION 10 LABORATORY

7411 Beach Dr. East
Port Orchard, Washington 98366

QUALITY ASSURANCE MEMORANDUM
FOR INORGANIC CHEMICAL ANALYSES

DATE: August 23, 2010

To: Jon Klemesrud, Project Manager
Office of Compliance and Enforcement, US EPA Region 10 Laboratory

FROM: Melissa Billings, Chemist
Office of Environmental Assessment, US EPA Region 10 Laboratory

SUSIECT: Quality Assurance Review of Seattle Iron and Metal Samples
For Total Organic Carbon

Project Code: ESD-202A
Account Code: 101 TBIOP5OIE5OC

rn Dave Terpening
Office of Environmental Assessment, US EPA Region 10 Laboratory’

The following is a quality assurance review of the results of the analysis of four soil samples for Total Organic Carbon
(TOC). This sample was submitted for the Seattle Iron and Metal Corp. Project. The analysis was performed by EPA
chemists at the US EPA Region 10 Laboratory in Port Orchard, WA, following US EPA and Laboratory guidelines.

This review was conducted for the following samples:

10194000 10194001 10194002 10194003

Data Qualifications

Comments below refer to the quality control specifications outlined in the Laboratory’s current Quality Assurance Manual,
Standard Operating Procedures (SOPs) and the Quality Assurance Project Plan (QAPP). No excursions were required
from the method Standard Operating Procedure.

All measures of quality control met Laboratoiy/QAPP criteria.

For those tests for which the USEPA Region 10 Laboratory has been accredited by the National Environmental Laboratory
Accreditation Conference (NELAC), all requirements of the current NELAC Standard have been met,

1. Sample Transport and Receipt

Upon sample receipt, all conditions met Laboratoty/QAPP requirements for this project.

2. Sample Holding Times

The concentration of an analyte in a sample or sample extract may increase or decrease over time depending on the nature
of the analyte. For this reason, holding time limits are recommended for samples. The holding time for TOC in soils
which have been frozen is 6 months. There is no guidance for the holding time for TOC in soils which have been stored at
<6°C, as these samples were stored. The samples were analyzed 42 days after collection. In the reviewer’s opinion, the
results do not require qualification on the basis on holding times.
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3. Sample Preparation

Samples were prepared according to the method outlined in the SOP for these analytes for this type of matrix. No
qualification of the data was required based on sample preparation.

4. Initial Calibration and Calibration Verification

The linear regression generated for the initial calibrations met method criteria. The low point of the calibration curve is
usually the Minimum Reporting Level (MRL) of the method. All calibration verification checks met the frequency and
recovery criteria on the day of analysis. No qualification was required based on calibration or calibration verification.

5. Laboratory Control Samples

All laboratory control sample results met the recovery acceptance criteria for the methods reported. No qualification was
required based on laboratory control sample analysis.

6. Blank Analysis

The method blanks did not contain detectable levels of Total Organic Carbon which would require data qualification.

7. Duplicate Analysis

Duplicate analysis was performed on sample 10194000. Sample results were within the +/- 20% RPD requirement. No
qualification was required based on duplicate analysis.

8. Matrix Spike/Matrix Spike Duplicate Analysis

Matrix Spike/Matrix Spike Duplicate analysis was performed on sample 10194000. All results met the 75-125% matrix
spike recovery criterion. No qualification was required based on matrix spike analyses.

9. Reference Materials

A reference material was prepared and analyzed with these samples. Analytical values for this sample were within the
range of acceptable results. No qualification was necessary based on analysis of the reference material.

10. Reporting Limits

All sample results that fall below the MRL are assigned the value of the MRL and the ‘U’ qualifier is auached.

11. Data Qualifiers

No data qualification was required for this analysis.

below are the definitions for the codes used for qualifying data from these analyses. When more than one quality issue
was involved, the most restrictive qualifier has been attached to the data.

U - The analyte was not detected at or above the reported value.

The usefttlness of qualified data should be treated according to the severity of the qualifier in light of the project’s data
quality objectives. Should questions arise regarding the data, contact Katie Adams at the Region 10 Laboratory, phone
number (360) 871- 8748.

12. Definitions

Accuracy - the degree of conformity of a measured or calculated quantity to its actual value.
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Duplicate Analysis — when a duplicate of a sample (OS), a matrix spike (MSD), or a laboratory control sample (LCSD) is
analyzed, it is possible to use the comparison of the results in terms of relative percent difference (RPD) to
calculate precision.

Laboratory Control Sample (LCS) - a clean matrix spiked with known quantities of analytes. The LCS is processed with
samples through every step of preparation and analysis. Measuring percent recovery of each analyte in the LCS
provides a measurement of accuracy for the analyte in the project samples. A laboratory control sample is
prepared and analyzed at a frequency no less than one for every 20 project samples.

Matrix Spike/Matrix Spike Duplicate (MS/MSD) - Sample analyses performed to provide information about the effect of
the sample matrix on analyte recovery and measurement within the project samples. To create the MS/MSD, a
project sample is spiked with known quantities of nnalytes and the percent recoveries of the analytes are
determined.

Method Blank- An analytical control that is carded through the entire analytical procedure. The method blank is used to
define the level of labonton’ background and reagent contamination. A method blank is prepared and analyzed
for every hatch of samples at a minimum frequency of one per every 20 samples. To produce unqualified data, the
result of the method blank analysis is required to be less than the MRL and less than 10 times the amount of
analyte found in any project sample.

Minimum Reporting Level (MRL) - the smallest measured concentration of a substance that can be reliably measured
using a given analytical method.

Precision — the degree of mutual agreement or repeatability among a series of individual resulrs

Reference materials — Samples with analvte values that are homogeneous and well established. This allows the reference
material to be used to assess the accuracy of the measurement method.

Relative Percent Difference — The difference between two sample results divided by their mean and expressed as a
percentage.
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Report by Parameter for Project ESD-202A

Project Code: ESD-202A Collected: 5/11/10 11:45:00
Project Name: SEATTLE IRON & METAL CORP. Matrix: Solid
Project Officer: JON KLEMESRUD Sample Number: 10194000
Account Code: 101 lB I 0P501 ES0C Type: Reg sample
Station Description: MAIN OFFICE ROOF RD#I SEATTLE IRON METAL

Result Units Qlfr

GEN
Parameter : Total Organic Carbon Container ID: NI
Method : PSEP Puget Sound Estuary Program Analysis Dale: 6/22/20 10
Prep Method : PSEP Puget Sound Estuary Program Prep Date: 6/22/2010

Analytes(s): *90064 Total Organic Carbon 100000 mg/kg-dry

10194000 Reg sample



0
8/27/10 Manchester Environmental Laboratory Page 2 of 11

Report by Parameter for Project ESD-202A

Project Code: ESD-202A Collected:
Project Name: SEATTLE IRON & METAL CORP. Matrix: Solid
Project Officer: JON KLEMESRUD Sample Number: 10194000
Account Code: 101 lB 10P501 E5OC Type: Duplicate
Station Description:

Result Units QIfr

GEN
Parameter Total Organic Carbon Container ID: NI
Method : PSEP Puget Sound Estuaty Program Analysis Date: 6/22/20 10
Prep Method : PSEP Puget Sound Estuary Program Prep Date: 6/22/20 10

Analytes(s): *90064 Total Organic Carbon 102000 mg/kg-dry

10194000 Duplicate
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Report by Parameter for Project ESD-202A

Project Code: ESD-202A Collected:
Project Name: SEATTLE IRON & METAL CORP. Matrix: Solid
Project Officer: JON KLEMESRUD Sample Number: 10194000
Account Code: 1OIIBIOP5O1E5OC Type: Matrix Spike
Station Description:

Result Units Qlfr

GEN
Parameter Total Organic Carbon Container ED NI
Method : PSEP Puget Sound Estuary Program Analysis Date: 6/22/20 10
Prep Method : PSEP Puget Sound Estuary Program Prep Dale: 6/22/20 10

Sunogate(s: *90064 Total Organic Carbon 94 %Rec

10194000 Matrix Spike
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Report by Parameter for Project ESD-202A

Project Code: ESD-202A Collected:

Project Name: SEATTLE IRON & METAL CORP. Matrix: Solid
Project Officer: JON KLEMESRUD Sample Number: 10194000
Account Code: IOIIBIOP5OIE5OC Type: Matrix Spike Dupi
Station Description:

Result Units QIfr

GEN
Parameter : Total Organic Carbon Container ID: NI
Method PSEP Puget Sound Estuary Program Analysis DaLe: 6/22/20 10
Prep Method PSEP Puget Sound Estuary Program Prep Date: 6/22/20 10

Surrogatc(s: *90064 Total Organic Carbon 92 %Rec

10194000 Matrix Spike Du
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Report by Parameter for Project ESD-202A

Project Code: ESD-202A Collected: 5/11/10 12:20:00
Project Name: SEATTLE IRON & METAL CORP. Matrix: Solid
Project Officer: JON KLEMESRUD Sample Number: 10194001
Account Code: 101 IBIOP5O1E5OC Type: Reg sample
Station Description: MAINTENANCE ROOF GUTTER RD#2

Result Units QIfr

GEN
Parameter : Total Organic Carbon Container ID: NI
Method PSEP Puget Sound Estuary Program Analysis Date: 6/22/20 10
Prep Method : PSEP Puget Sound Estuary Program Prep Date: 6/22/20 10

Analytes(s): *90064 Total Organic Carbon 75300 mg/kg-dry

10194001 Reg sample
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Report by Parameter for Project ESD-202A

Project Code: ESD-202A Collected: 5/11/10 12:55:00
Project Name: SEATTLE IRON & METAL CORP. Matrix: Solid
Project Officer: JON KLEMESRUD Sample Number: 10194002
Account Code: 1011 B I 0P50 I E5OC Type: Reg sample

Station Description: EMPLOYEE PARKING LOT CATCH BASIN CBPL

Result Units OIfr

GEN
Parameter : Total Organic Carbon Conlainer ID: NI
Method PSEP Puget Sound Estuary Program Analysis Dale 6/22/2010
Prep Method : PSEP Puget Sound Estuary Program Prep Date: 6/22/2010

Analytes(s): *90064 Total Organic Carbon 81600 mglkg-dry

10194002 Reg sample
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Report by Parameter for Project ESD-202A

Project Code: ESD-202A Collected: sii I/jo 13:20:00
Project Name: SEATTLE IRON & METAL CORP. Matrix: Solid
Project Officer: JON KLEMESRUD Sample Number: 10194003
Account Code: 101 IBIOP5OIE5OC Type: Reg sample
Station Description: CATCH BASIN MYRTLE ST NW OF MA[N OFFICE

Result Units OIfr

GEN
Pnramcter : Total Organic Carbon Conlainer ID : NI
Method : PSEP Pugct Sound Esmaxy Program Analysis Dale: 6/22/20 10
Prep Method PSEP Puget Sound Estuary Program Prep Date: 6/22/20 10

Analytes(s): *90063 Total Organic Carbon 149000 mg/kg-dry

10194003 Reg sample
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Report by Parameter for Project ESD-202A

Project Code: ESD-202A Collected:
Project Name: SEATTLE IRON & METAL CORP. Matrix: Solid
Project Officer: JON KLEMESRUD Sample Number: 1S062210A
Account Code: 101 IBIOPSOIESOC Type: Blank

Station Description:

Result Units OIfr

CEN
Parameter Total Organic Carbon Container ID:

Method PSEP Puget Sound Estuary Program Analysis Date: 6/22/20 10
Prep Method : PSEP Puget Sound Estuary Program Prep Date: 6/22/20 10

Analytes(s): *90064 Total Organic Carbon 500 mg/kg-dry U

1S062210A Blank
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Report by Parameter for Project ESD-202A

Project Code: ESD-202A Collected:
Project Name: SEATTLE IRON & METAL CORP. Matrix: Solid
Project Officer: JON KLEMESRUD Sample Number: 15062210A
Account Code: 101 IBIOP5O1E5OC Type: Control
Station Description:

Result Units Qlfr

GEN
Parameter : Total Organic Carbon Container ID

Method : PSEP Puget Sound Estuary Program Analysis Date: 6/22/2010
Prep Method : PSEP Puget Sound Estuary Program Prep Dale: 6/22/2010

Sunogate(s: *90064 Total Organic Carbon 100 %Rcc

1S062210A Control
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Report by Parameter for Project ESD-202A

Project Code: ESD-202A Collected:
Project Name: SEATTLE IRON & METAL CORP. Matrix: Solid
ProjectOfricer: JONKLEMESRUD SampleNumber: IS062210A
Account Code: 101 lB 10P501 E5OC Type: LCS

Station Description:

Result Units Qlfr

GEN
Parameter : Total Organic Carbon Conlainer ID

Method : PSEP Puget Sound Estuary Program Analysis Dale 6/22/2010
Prep Method PSEP Puget Sound Estuary Program Prep Dale: 6/22/2010

Surrogatc(s: 90064 Total Organic Carbon 99 %kcc

1S062210A LCS
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Report by Parameter for Project ESD-202A

Project Code: ESD-202A Collected:
Project Name: SEAnLE IRON & METAL CORP. Matrix: Solid
Project Officer: JON KLEMESRUD Sample Number: ISO622lOA
Account Code: 101 IBIOPSOIE5OC Type: LCSD
Station flescription:

Result Units OUr

GEN
Parameter Total Oruanic Carbon Container ID

Method : PSEP Puget Sound Estuary Program Analysis Dale: 6122/2010
Prep Method PSEP Puget Sound Estuary Program Prep Date: 6/22/20 10

Surrogaic(s: *90064 Total Organic Carbon 100 %Rec

1S062210A LCSD
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Re: Seattle Boiler Works data Ci
Christopher Hall to: Margaret Mccauley 07/26/2010 12:12PM

AAA4ILL*AASAA Cc: Kris Flint, Jed Januch

history: This message has been replied to and forwarded.

MargareVKris,
The new EPA ambient air monitoring standard for Pb is 0.15 micrograms/cubic meter (ug/m3) averaged
over a 3 month period (24 hour sample collection period). Converting 1100 ppm Pb to ug/m3 from the
attached results equates to 130 ug/m3 (assuming most all the dust on the car is re-entrained from the area
surrounding SCM and Seattle Boiler Works). So assuming a 12 hours work day we can just divide 130
ug/m3 by 2 which equates to 65 ug/m3 of re-entrained Pb in the area surrounding SIM (not good!). So
even if my calculations are over-predicting by 1 OOx it is likely that if we placed a Pb reference method
monitor at this location we would see an exceedance of the EPA Pb standard. It will be interesting to see
what our air sampling results show us.

Chris

Margaret Mccauley interesting. I guess this kicks off the question of... 07/2212010 03:18:57 PM

From: Margaret Mccauley/Ri 0/USEPNUS
To: Christopher Hall/R10/USEPNUS@EPA, Kris FIinUR1O/USEPNUS@EPA
Date: 07/22/2010 03:18 PM
Subject: Fw: Seattle Boiler Works data

interesting. I guess this kicks off the question of “what to compare the samples to” in terms of determining
whether they are actionable at all.

-—— Forwarded by Margaret Mccauley/R10/USEPNUS on 07/22/2010 03:19 PM——

From: “Stegman, Greg (ECY)” <GSTE461@ECY.WA.GOV>
To: Margaret Mccauley/Ri 0/USEPNUS@EPA, TMAbbasi, Ed (ECY)” <EABB461@ECY.WA.GOV>,

“Shervey, Jerry (ECY)” <GSHE461@ECY.WA.GOV>. “Wright, Robert (ECY)”
<ROWR461@ECY.WA.GOV>

Date: 07/2212010 03:16 PM
Subject: Seattle Boiler Works data

Folks,

I was at Seattle Boiler Works and the owner, Craig Hopkins, gave me the attached sampling

results. Mr. Hopkins for some time has been concerned that dust from Seattle Iron and Metals
is being deposited on his property and vehicles. This sample consisted of dust collected from a
car wind shield wiper. The car’s wind shield was cleaned at the beginning of the work shift and
at the end of the shift dust, which had accumulated on the wiper, was tested.

Jflt_ CMc ryck +- 9 + ck( Vtjtt
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December 9, 2009

Craig Hopkins It%J’\\11L&.
Seaffie Boiler Works, Inc. —

5005. Myrtle si. B S

SeaWe,WA98108 HAZARDOUS

MATIR IA LI
SIR VICIS

RE: Metals Analysis; NVL Batch #2914861.00

Dear Mr. Hopkins,

Enclosed please find the test results for samples submitted to our laboratory for analysiL
Examination of these samples was conducted using analytical instruments in accordance
to U.S. EPA, NIOSH, 051-IA and other ASTM methods.

For matrix materials submitted as paint, dust wipe, soil or TCLP samples, analysis for the
presnce of total metals Is conducted using published U.S. EPA Methods. Paint and soIl
results are usually expressed In mg/Kg which is equivalent to parts per million (ppm).

c 102063 Lead (Pb) in paint is usually expressed in mg/Kg (ppm) , Percent (%) or mg/cm2 by area.
Oust wipe sample results are usually expressed in ugMipe and ugite. TCLP samples are
reported in mg/L (ppm). For air filter samples, analyses are conducted using NIOSH and
OSHA Methods. Results are expressed in ug/filter and ug/m3, Other matrix materials are
analyzed accordingly usIng published methods or specIfied by clIent. The reported test
results pertain only to Items tested. Lead test results are not blank corrected.

For recent regulation updates pertaining to current regulatory levels or permissible
exposure levels, please call your local regulatory agencies for more detaIls,

This report is considered highly confidential and wilt not be released without your approval.
Samples are archived for two weeks following analysis. Samples th& are nt retrieved by
the client are discarded after two weeks.

Thank you for using our laboratory services. if you need further assistance please feel free
to call us at 206-547-0100 or 1-868-NVLLABS.

Sincerely,

NVLLAEORATORIES. INC
Nick Ly, Technical Director

4708 AURORA AUC N
5EMTLE. vaAgaIo3r,sIo

TEL 2QG.547.O100 ,ww.nviiabs.cam

FAX 200.034. 9.io
Enclosure: 1,28R,NVL.LADS (505.5227)

nyu a b kin vi 1db 5 .com
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ENVL Laboratories, Inc. ; 1

L Analysis Report &1i

. Total Metals

Client: Seattle Boiler Works, Inc. Batch #: 2914661.00
• Address: 500 S. Myrtle st. Matrix: Dust Debris

Seatlie, WA 98108 Method: EPA 6010

Client Project 4: P.O#1.I000C

Attention: Mr. Craig Hopkins Date Received: 12108/2009

Project Location: 500 S. Myrtle St. Samples Received: I

Seattle, WA 98108 Samples Analyzed: 1

Sample RL Results In Results in
Lab ID Client Sample # Elements wt (g) mg I kg mg 1 kg ppm

29103473 1 Chromium (Cr) 0.2026 20.0 150.0 150.0

Lead (Pb) 0.2026 20.0 1100.0 1100.0

Copper (Cu) 0.2026 20.0 660.0 660.0

Zinc (Zn) 0.2026 20.0 7500.0 7500.0

( Sampled by; Client
Analyzed by: Brittany Vogel Date Analyzed: 12)09/2009 —-

Lw by: Nick Lv Date Issued: 1210912009 - iedr

mg/ kg = Milligrams per kilogram RL = Reporting Limit

ppm = Paris per million ‘<‘ = Below the reporting Limit

Note: Method QC results are acceptable unless stated otherwise.
Unless otherwise indicated, the condition of all samples was acceptable at time of receipt

______ _____ ______

Bench Run No: 29-1209-03 Page loll
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NVL Laboratories, Inc.

4706 Aurora Ave N, Seattle, WA 98103
ml: 206,547.0100 Emerg. cell: 206.914.4646
1.888.NVL.LABS (685.5227) www.nvIlabs.com

CHAIN OF CUSTODY
SAMPLE LOG

C
BATCH ID

2914661.00

Client $eattte Boiler Waks, lnç
Address 500 S. Myrtle St.

5eatUej’) .96t06

Project Manager Mr. Cglctfloji..
Project LocatIon 500 S. Myrtle St.

Seattle, WA 98108

NYL Batch Number 2914661.00
Client Job Number ?.O#LI000C

Total Samples I •_Rush Samples

TAT 24-Hrs Rush TAT ._AH:&_

Due Date 12/09/2009 rime 1:35 PM

Email address chopkInt@seatileboIIer.com

Phone: Fax:
EUA;bestos Air I [El PCM (NIOSH 7400) Li TEM (NIOSH 74021 0 TEM (AHERA) EITEM (EPA Level II) Li Other

Bulk! [3 PLM (EPNSOO/R-93/116) Li PLM (EPA Point Count) 0 PLM (EPA Gravlmetry)

j,Qf4pq.unnus IL] Mold Air 0 Mold Bulk lb Rotometer Calibration

_____

MgIals_______ lnsUflet.Limit Matrix RCRA Metals
Total Metals C FM (ppm) C AIr Filter Paint Chips in % C Arsenic (As) Lead (Pb)

Li TCLP N ICP (ppm Li Drinking water LI Paint Chips in cn H Barium (Ba) U Mercury (Hg) N Copper (Cu)
U Cr6 U GFM (ppb) C Dust/wipe (Area) 0 Waste Water C Cadmium (Cd) U Selenium (5e D Nickel (Ni)

0 CVM (ppb) C Soil U Other_... N chromium (Cr) C Sliver (Ag) N Zlnc.(Zn) —.

[Jother Types of Li Fiberglass 0 NuIsance Dust C Other (Speclfy
Analysis Li Sfllca 0 Respirable Dust

Condition of Package N Good C Damaged (no spillage) C Severe damage (spIllage) -

I 1 29103473 Ii I
— Iii

tø PAID,
. .rJ3s0 l’a1’/o-/

Print Below Sign Below Company Date Time
Sampled by 4ffl_______ —lRelinquished by c!nt__________
Received by Fatima Khg ... HYL_.._._ 1218/09 4133a.._

Relinquished by ,, 1
. ,hivd by Yi NVL (C)
.!.esi!sCa1led.z_ — U

—

[LI Faxed shod kçJoçtA fl_==-. flst— [ZLrQ
Special Instructions: Unless reueIed in writing, all samples will be disposed of two (2) weeks after analysis.

email results

?It i(t:M Tu;:e: 3’ “1?
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GTh7L&S43I NVL Laboratories, Inc.

4708 Aurora Ave. N., Seattle, WA 98103 Fortha scope of accreditation under NVLAP Lab Code 102063.01
Tel: 206.547.0100, Fax: 206.634.1936

www.nvllabs.com Bulk Asbestos Fibers Analysis J
By Polarized Light Microscopy

Client: Seattle Boiler Works, Inc. Batch #: 2914663.00
Address: 500 S. Myrtle St. Client Project #: P.O#L1000C

Seattle, WA 98108 Date Received: 12108/2009

SamDles Received: 1
AttentIon: Mr. Craig Hopkins Samples Analyzed: 1

Project Location: 5003. Myrtle St. Method: EPN600R-931116
Seattle, WA 98108

Lab ID: 29103479 ClIent Sample #: I
Location: 500 S. Myrtle St.

Layer I of I Description: Brown fibrous material

Non-Fibrous Materials: Other Fibrous Materiais:% Asbestos Type: %

Fins particles, Sand Cellulose 61% None Detected ND

Mineral wool 2%

Glass fibers 2%

r Sampled by: Client

[ Analyzed by: Lyudmiia Veh Date: 12/09/2009 0 RAFT
Note: if samples are not homogeneous, then subsempies of the components were analyzed separately. fiJi bulk samples are analyzed using EPA eOoiR
-93)116 Method with the following measurement uncertainties for the reported % Asbestos (1%=0.3%, 5%=I-9%, l0%=5.15%, 20%=10-30%, 50%40
-60%). This report relates only to the Items tested. if sample was not collected by NVL personnel, then the accuracy of the results Is limited by the
methodology and acuity of the sample collector. This report shell not be reproduced except In MI, without written approval of NVL Laboratories, no. It shall
net be used to claim product endorsement by NVLAP or any other agency of the US Govemment.
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Re: Seattle Boiler Works data
Christopher Hall to: Margaret Mccauley 07/26/2010 12:12 PM

aa.ZI.s.aA. Cc: Kris Flint, Jed Januch
History: This message has been replied to and forwarded.

MargareUKris,
The new EPA ambient air monitoring standard for Pb is 0.15 micrograms/cubic meter (uglm3) averaged
over a 3 month period (24 hour sample collection period). Converting 1100 ppm Pb to ug/m3 from the
attached results equates to 130 ug/m3 (assuming most all the dust on the car is re-entrained from the area
surrounding SIM and Seattle Boiler Works). So assuming a 12 hours work day we can just divide 130
ug/m3 by 2 which equates to 65 ug/m3 of re-entrained Pb in the area surrounding SIM (not good!). So
even if my calculations are over-predicting by 1 OOx it is likely that if we placed a Pb reference method
monitor at this location we would see an exceedance of the EPA Pb standard. It will be interesting to see
what our air sampling results show us.

Chris

Margaret Mccauley interesting. I guess this kicks off the question of... 07/22/2010 03:18:57 PM

From: Margaret Mccauley/R10/USEPNUS
To: Christopher Hall/Ri 0/USEPNUS@EPA, Kris Flint/Ri 0/USEPNUS@EPA
Date: 07/22/2010 03:18 PM
Subject: Fw: Seattle Boiler Works data

interesting. I guess this kicks off the question of “what to compare the samples to” in terms of determining
whether they are actionable at all.

— Forwarded by Margaret Mccauley/R10/USEPNUS on 07/22/2010 03:19 PM-—

From: “Stegman, Greg (ECY)” <GSTE461 @ECY.WA.GOV>
To: Margaret Mccauley/Ri 0/USEPNUS@EPA, “Abbasi, Ed (ECY)” <EABB461@ECY.WA.GOV>,

“Shervey, Jerry (ECY)” <GSHE461@ECY.WA.GOV>, “Wright, Robert (ECY)”
<ROWR461@ECY.WA.GOV>

Date: 07/22/2010 03:16 PM
Subject: Seattle Boiler Works data

Folks,

I was at Seattle Boiler Works and the owner, Craig Hopkins, gave me the attached sampling
results. Mr. Hopkins for some time has been concerned that dust from Seattle Iron and Metals
is being deposited on his property and vehicles. This sample consisted of dust collected from a
car wind shield wiper. The car’s wind shield was cleaned at the beginning of the work shift and
at the end of the shift dust, which had accumulated on the wiper, was tested.
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Samples in vicinity of Seaffle Iron and Metals (dry welqht).
Sample ID -- SQSI CSU MH100B -; j RCBI46 RCBI47 tJ(B148 J’d:-

LAEIb 2uEr t 1’L

&b Ref N090 N090 N090 N090
. t ,—. -.- -. -.--....-. -

Type ‘ lnune RGB RCB RC8/

&MalI ,“ SMyrVeStSD SGardenStSD SMyrtleStSD SMyffleStSD ScardenStSD

4...‘ .. -----a -.

P -
‘ 09/12/08 09/12/08 09/12/06 06/03/0909/12108

Copper 390 390

Laj -

Mercury 0.41 0.59
r I

MH240

P820 P820 0127 -—

Inline-.- - -c - - GB Inline -

- cc
- inline

S Bnghton4 S Bnghton

c§SOSP OIS ;ik
05/21/09

S Garden St SD

06/03/09

500

675

1.88

2,420

1,020

670

1.08

2,900

365

01/15/09

Total solids (%) - 67.7 52.4 48.4 62.1 42.9 82 73.2 46.5 43.2 69.9 40.6 85.3

tOëW3j S89 6.85 &25 9.40 18.7 11 156 615 529 7.06 222

Metals (mglkg DW)

Arsenic - --

idJ’ 60.) 4J idJ oi
Ij 209 227.1 3351 273J a
J Iii thJ I
J oi I I
.i r-:-E’1 4t 905J ‘-.“94J 900J

386

FJ 4612 -

-, 0Z99 .. 0Z99 PA34
%iniiné. --‘lnJIne- GB

SBdon;-- SBhghton - 055
CSOISD t.4CS0ISD.,r1 (no SD) -

05/21/09 - 05126/09 05/27/09 i05I27/O9

0.74

1,950

1 uLal petroleum hydrocarbons (mg(kg DW)

TPHdiesel — 1100 130 2800 17 5200 220 570 2104 -— 1100 760

Thii-&i — - - - - - 60 wl0,0O LiSAOOr - 920 1 400 4,9ø, M Z100

LPAH (uglkg OW)

Acenaphthene 500 730 190 U 140 U 590 U 280

Acenaphthylene 1,300 1,300 190 U 140 U 590 U 260 U

Anthracene 960 4,400 190 U 130 J 590 U 450

Fluorene 540 1,000 190 U 100 J 590 U 490

Naphthalene 2,100 2,400 190 U 110 J 1,000 970

henanihrene ,äOb Aóã 570 1

Total LPAH 5,200 13.000 320 1,140 J 1,570 J 4,790

1,800

3,200

4,600

4,100

16,000

29,700

5,100

4,000

4,100

J 740U 66 58U 170U 190U 260U 120U

2,700U 740U 39U 58U 170U 190U 260U 120U

740U 180 33J 170U 170J 280U 120U

740U 70 58U 170U 190U 160J 120U

740U 39U 58U 170U 190U 260U 120U

41’ij 440 180 170 U 1,200 430 190

J 2,100 756 213.) 170 U 1,370 J 590 1 190

4,100

7,300

HPAH (ug/kg DW)
Benzo(a)anthracene 1,300 1,600 290 450 330 J 950 1,200 260

Benzo(a)pyrene 1,600 3,000 580 490 590 U 670 940 330 1,200 190 J 190 J

Benzo(b)fluoranthene 3,200 3,600 680 820 490 J 900 1,200 440 1,000 200 J 200 1

T o(g,hj)perylene - 670 720 410 280 590 U 250 1 2.700 U 740 U 180 860 160 .1 Iii I
bc,izo(k)fluoranthene 200 3600 660 1,000 540 1 670 1,200 310 1,100 200 1 200 J

ñrysene iAdö ièdd 490 1,200 620 °j 390 1,500 520 400

Dibenzo(a,h)anthracene 230 540 95 J 92 J 590 U 260 U 2700 U 740 U 25 J 130 J 260 U 120 U

Fluoranthene 1,700 2,500 770 1,100 760 - 2,200 560 450

indeno(,ij-c,djpyrne ë&6 690 290 220 - 59D U 170 J 2700 U 740 U 170 501 1001 620 -

Pyrene 2,600 3.300 660 1,800 1,100 3,200 790 290 1,700 1,700 750 340

TotaJAH 12000 17000 49251 8152J 4180J 117101 Zd3,240 3675.) 1,575J 3,820J 11270.) 2760.) 2210J

3,000

960

16,000

130

130

180

65

180

200

58 U

350

3,400

3,700

Phthalates (ug/kg DW)
Bis(2-ethylhexyl)phthalate 1300 1,900

Butylbenzylphthalate 63 900

Diethylphthalate 200 1,200 190 U 140 U 590 U 360

Dimethylphthalate 71 160 200 11’I 590 U *l’IJ

Di-n-butylphthalate 1,400 - 5,100 400 750 1,100 670

200 J 180160 J

220

320

160 J

190

540

170 U

430

15,000

65,600

62,000

6,000

2,700 U

2,300

4,200

2,600

740U 39U

1,100

J

1,400

2,300

5,000

39 U

36 J

0 170U

58U 170U

35J 170U

49 J

1,300

340
190 U

190 U

170 U

I
260 U

260 U

‘36O

120 U
120 U

130J 420 220

myrtle_samples report_table-OW 1 of 6 11/5/2010



Samples In vicinity of Seattle Iron and Metals (dry weight).

ass,

ns., a...an nnnAA .. ... ......ne •.IIs

1260

Total PCBs

Other organic compounds (uglkg OW)

1 ,2,4-Tnchlorobenzene - -

1 ,2-Oichlorobenzene

1 ,3-Oichlorobenzene

1 ,4—Dichlorobenzene

ij-äybis(1-cliloropropane)

2,4,5-Trichlorophenol

2,4,6-Trichlorophenol

2,4-Dichiorophenol

2,4-Dimethylphenol2
2,4-Dinitrophenol

2,4-Dinitrotoluene
Cjjfrftj

L..jioronaphthalene
2-CNorophenol

2-Methylnaphthalene

2-Methylphenol3
2-Nitroaniline

2-N tm phenol

3,3’-Dichlorobenzidine

190

200U 200U

200U 200U

200U 200U

200U 200U

1,550• Z560

190U 140U

190U 140U

190U 140U

190U 140U

940 U 720 U 2.900 U

940 U 720 U 2,900 U

190U 140U 590U

190U 140U 590U

190 U 130 J 3,600

190U 140U 590U

940 U 720 U 2,900 U

940U 720U

940U 720U

400U 420U

400U 420U

400U 420U
400 U 17,000

400 U 1,600 J

260 U 2,700 U

260 U 2,700 U

260 U 2,700 U

260 U 2,700 U

1.300 U
1,300 U

260U

260U

1,900
260 U

1,300 U
1,300 U
1,300 U

740U 33J

740U 39U

3,700 U

3,700 U

740 U

740 U
740 U

740 U

20J 58U

39U 58U

3,700 U 200 U 290 U

3,700 U 200 U 290 U

3.700 U 200 U 290 U

41 J 130 J 190 U

97U 760U 1,400U

97 U 760 U 1,400 U

20U 99Y 97U 760U 1.400U

34 370 97 U 1,800 3,800

39 J 410 350 1,800 3,100

1b U
170U 190U

830 U.

830 U

170U 190U 260U

170U 190U 260U

170U 190U 180J

170U 190U 260U

830 U 970 U 1,300 U

830U 970U

830U 970U

970 U 1,300 U 620 U

1,900 U 2,600 U 1,200 U

190U 260U 120U

830U 970U 1,300U 620U

830U 970U 1,300U 620U

170U — 190U

170U 190U

Di-n-octyl phthalate 6,200 NA

PCBs (uglkg DW)
1016

1221

1232

1242

1,100

I -

- ,21401 t.aIJ ,u,rI LVU “V flI I’0 - aOLUI flIflLUiI nlfla ,flhILLO mnao,— i0 IM* - . IOIO -

UEIb2LAE1C I -
fr-i’-4 -

S N090 N090 N090 N090 • P820 PB2O 0127 a 0Z99 0Z99 , OZBO :‘) PA34 PA34

\ Inline RCB RCB - RCB Inline CB . Inline Inline Inline ‘%JiTjii. CB ,,. .. , PB,
i... S Myrtle St SD S Garden St SO S Myrtle St SD S Myrtle St SD S Garden St SD S Garden St SD ‘ S Brighton S Brighton S Brighton S Brighton 8th Ave S CSS

I
‘ .... ,. -

CSO/SD CSO/SD CS0/SD CSO/SD (no SD)

f-, .,‘:
09/12/08 09/12.108 09/12108 09/12/08 -, 06/03/09

‘

01/15/09 05/21/09 05/21/09 05/26/09 05/27/09 05/27/09

4

1,500 2,900 U’ . 23,0001

390 V

1,200

58 U

58 U

58 U

58 U

240

360

6,000 200

130 1,000

860

1,200

350 500 94

1,600

2,100

420 U

6,400

470U 18U

470U 18U

470U 18U

470U 18U

7,100 30

8,60Ô ii
2,600 J 57

3,100

20 U

20 U

20 U

20 U

850

25,000

20 U

20 U

20 U

20 U

170

J

97U 760U

97U 760U

18,300

590 U

590 U

590 U

590 U

590 U

2,900 U

2,900 U

2,900 U

190 U

940 U

940 U

940 U

29 29 190U

1.900 U

1,400 U

1,400 U

740 U

140 U

720 U

720 U

720 U

39 U

260 U 2,700 U

780 J 13,000 U
1,300 U 13,000 U

1,300 U 13,000 U

140U 590U

1,400 U 5,900 U

170 U

260 U

2.600 U

740 U

740 U

3,700 U
3,700 U

3,700 U

740 U

7,400 U

260 U

260 U

170U

170U 190U

120 U

120 U

58 U

58 U

58 U

58 U

58 U

290 U

290 U

290 U

58 U

580 U

290 U

290 U

58 U

58 U

29J

39 U

200 U

200 U
200 U

39 U

390 U

200 U

200 U

39 U

39 U

260U 120U

260U 120U

170 U

830 U

830 U

830 U

170 U

1,700 U
2.700 U

27,000 U

13,000 U

13,000 U

2.700 U

2,700 U

13,000

2,700 U

13,000 U

13,000 U

13,000 U

190U

970 U
970 U
970 U
190 U

1,900 U

970 U

970 U

2,900 U

2,900 U

260 U

1,300 U

1,300 U

1,300 U

260 U

2,600 U

1,300 U

1,300 U

4.Methylphenola 670 670 190 U 140 U

120 U

620 U

620 U

620 U

120 U

1,200 U

620 U

620 U

120 U

120 U

120 U

120 U

620 U

620 U

620 U

3-Nitroaniline 940 U 720 U 2,900 U 1.300 U 13,000 U 3,700 U 200 U 290 U 830 U

4,6-Dinitro-2-methylphenol 1,900 U 1.400 U 5,900 U 2,800 U 27,000 U 7,400 U 390 U 580 U 1,700 U

4-Bromophenyl-phenylether 190 U 140 U 590 U 260 U 2,700 U 740 U 39 U 58 U 170 U

4-Chloro-3-methylphenol 940 U 720 U 2.900 U 1.300 U 13,000 U 3,700 U 200 U

4-Chloroaniline 940 U 720 U 2,900 U 1300 U 13,000 U 3,700 U 200 U

4-Chlorophenyl-phenylether 190 U 140 U 590 U 260 U 2,700 U 740 U 39 U

2,700 U 740 U 39 U18,000 2,600

1,300 U

1,300 U

2 of 6

290 U

290 U

58 U

58 U

260 U 120 U

92 J

11/5/20 10myrtle_samples report_table-DW



Samples in vicinity of Seattle Iron and Metals (diy weight).
ampleID c,j - SQS! GSU- 4,MHIQOB, RCBI46 RCBI4T %RCB148 C.%*i MH24

r’4
CB207 f, MH205 ‘MH224 L%%MHfl5*tS1,MH226 at: CB14%S C8145

LAETb 2UEV 4 -‘ t
Lab Ref N090 N090 N090 - NOSO ‘S[1 - PB2O ‘. P820 0127 0Z99 €; OZ9W, W 0Z99 PA34 1 PA34

Type Inline RCB ‘? ROB ROB
. 7ç Inline , 4...CB Inline Inline Inline Inline i GB

Outfall r S Myrtle St SD ‘S Garden St SD S Myrtle St SD S MyrtIebESD S Garden St SD S Garden St SD S Bnghton k$\á Brighton S Bnghtotr ‘1 S &ighton “‘ 8th Ave S CSS
:- . - CSO/SD CSOISD CSO/SD @050)

Date__s 09/12)08 09112108 09/12108 “ 06/03/09 01/15/09 05/21/09 05/27/09

4-Nitroaniline 940 U 720 U 2,900 U 1,300 U 13 000 U 3,700 U 200 U 290 U 830 U 970 U 1 300 U 620 U

4-Nitrophenol 940 U 720 U 2 900 U 1 300 U 13,000 U 3,700 U 200 U 290 U 830 U 970 U 1.300 U 620 U

Benzoic acida 650 650 1,900 U 1,400 U 5,9D0 U 2,600 U 27 000 U 7,400 U 390 U 580 U 1,700 U 1 900 U 2.600 U 1,200 U

Benzylalcohola 190U 140U 590U 260U 2,700U 740U liii - 58U 170U 19DU liii 120U

bis(2-Chloroethoxy) methane 190 U 140 U 590 U 260 U 2 700 U 740 U 39 U 58 U 170 U 190 U 260 U 120 U

Bis-(2-chloroethyl) ether 190 U 140 U 590 U 260 U 2,700 U 740 U 39 U 58 U 170 U 190 U 260 U 120 U

Carbazole 190U 140 590U 310 1,SOOJ 740U 85 58U 170U 11oJ 260U 120U

izoturan 190U 140U 590U 260U 2700U 740U 36J 58U 170U 190U 260U 120U

Hexachlorobenzene 190 U 140 U 590 U 260 U 2,700 U 740 U 39 U 58 U 170 U 190 U 260 U 120 U

Hexachtorobutadiene 19DU 140U 590U 260U 2,700 U 740U 39U 58U 170U 190U 260U 120U

Hexachlorocyclopentadiene 940 U 720 U 2,900 U 1.300 U 13.000 U 3 700 U 200 U 290 U 830 U 970 U 1 300 U 620 U

Hexachloroethane 190 U 140 U 590 U 260 U 2,700 U 740 U 39 U 58 U 170 U 190 U 260 U 120 U

Isophorone 190U 140U 590U 260U 2.700U 740U 39U 58U 170U 190U 260U 120U

Nitrobenzene 190 U 140 U 590 U 260 U 2.700 U 740 U 39 U 58 U 170 U 190 U 260 U 120 U

N-Nroso-di-n-propylamine 940 U 720 U 2,900 U 1,300 U 13,000 U 3,700 U 200 U 290 U 830 U 970 U 1.300 U 620 U

N-Nitrosodiphenylamlne 190 U 140 U 590 U 260 U 2,700 U 740 U 39 U 58 U 660 V 190 U 260 U 120 U

Pentachlorophenol’ 360 690 940 U 720 U 2,900 U 1,300 U 13.000 U 3,700 U 200 U 290 U 830 U 970 U 1.300 U 620 U

Phenol& 420 1,200 190U 180U 850U 890U 2.700U 740U 28J 58U 170U 190U 210J 120U

a. Sediment management standards based on dry weight concentration. RCB = Right-of-way catch basin

b. Sediment quality standard/lowest apparent effects threshold CB = Onsite catch basin

c. Cleanup screening level/second lowest apparent effects threshold CSS = Combined sewer system

Bold = Compound detected in sample. Inline = Inline grab sample

J Value is an estimate Dirt = Street dirt sample

U Target analyte not detected at the reported concentration

R Analytical result is rejected and cannot be used.

V Analyte is not detected at or above the reported concentration. The reporting limit is raised due to chromatographic interference. Y flag is equivalent to U flag with a raised reporting limit.

r Exceeds SQS/LAET

Exceeds CSU2LAET

myrtle_samples report_table-OW 3 of 6 11/5/2010



Samples in vicinity of Seattle Iron and Metals (dry weight).

SQSI CS!.! C8146 ?‘- CB147 81

_____

CB149 ,‘- CB157-F C6157St-: RDI RD2 .-RCBIB9F

LAET6 2LAEr t
PA34 PA34 PA34 PA34 . QWO5 tQW05 0W05 QWO5 QWO5

Dirt Dirt Al!’ Dirt Dirt GB ¶ff.yC8 Ro& drain . Roofdmin : SD

•CSS ,:. css - css 8thAves SMyrtieSt SMyrtliSt SMyrtieSt SMjftieSt SMyrtleSt
- 4 ..-.- (noSD) ., SD iSDS SD SD

$‘ 05/27/09 05121109 .cf’O5/21/09 05127/09 ‘05/11/10 05/11110 05/11/10 05/11110 5/11/10

Total solids (%) 93.3 98.6 94.7 99.7 67.3 46.2 49.2 29.6 65.9

TOC (%) 1.42 359 1.7 1.74 4.59 6.7 10.1 8.37 4.85

Metals (mg/kg OW)
Arsenic 57 93 8J - 10J 6J 1OUJ 30U 20U 40U 20U

U-

Copper 390 390 483 J 224 J 83.2 J 67.8 J

Lead 450 530 71 J 400J 155J 52J
fi..rCUw 0.41 0.59 0.15 J 0.41 J 0.23 .1 0.03 J

410 960 97J 391 J 130J 201 J

Total petroleum hydrocarbons (mg/kg DW)

_______

TPH -diesel 190 - 530 400 84 840 970 210 190 1,800

tThii - - - - 600 2O 940 760 2Q04 8,200] JJ14Ô) s,eooj

LPAH (uglkg OW)

___________ __________

Acenaphthene 500 730 58 U 110 U 57 U 58 U 220 U 250 U 88 U 150 U 330 U

Acenaphthylene 1,300 1,300 58 U 110 U 57 U 58 U 220 U 250 U 88 U 150 U 330 U

Anthracene 960 4,400 58 U 110 U 57 U 58 U 130 J 200 J 88 U 190 200 J

Fluorene 540 1,000 58 U 110 U 57 U 58 U 220 U 250 U 88 U 86 J 240 J

Naphthalene 2,100 2,400 58 U 110 U 57 U 58 U 150 J 210 J 66 J — 130 J 470

Phenanthrene 1,500 5,400 160 81 J 94 58 U 900 880 640 1,100 1,600

Total LPAH 5,200 13,000 160 81 J 94 58 U 1,180 J 1,290 J 706 J 1,506 J 2,510 J

HPAH (ug/kg DW)
Benzo(a)anthracene 1,300 1,600 100 76 J 58 58 U 550 J 800 J 440 720 610 J

Benzo(a)pyrene 1,600 3,000 140 J 93 J 81 J 58 U 440 580 670 1,000 520

Bnzo(b)fluoranthene 3,200 3,600 150 J 92 J 66 J 58 U 590 890 700 1,500 610

o(ghperylene 670 720 - 73 J - 55J 36J 58U 180 J 270 290 440 220 J

Benzo(k)fluoranthene 3,200 3,600 95 J 92 J 66 J 58 U 590 890 700 1,500 610

Chrysene 1,400 2,800 160 230 96 83 990 &1OOJ 1,400 1,300 1,300

Dibenzo(a,h)anthracene 230 540 58 U 110 U 57 U 58 U 55 J 250 U 70 J 120 J 330 U

Fluoranthene 1,700 2,500 300 200 140 29 J 1,100 2,40O] 1,400 4•L!J 2,200

Indeno(1,2,3.c,d)pyrene 600 690 67 J 110 U 57 U 58 U 130 J 200 J 170 360 330 U

Pyrene 2,600 3,300 170 140 110 58 U 1,100 1,500 910 1,400 1,700

Total HPAH 12,000 17,000 1,255 J 978 J 653 112 J 6,325 J 9,130 J 6,750 J 10,940 J 7,770 J

Phthalates (ug/kg DW)

__________________________________ __________

-

--

58 U 100 J 57 U 58 U Ø 1,200 670 2,200J

:-‘

-

Sample lD

LabRef
Type

Outfall

Bis(2.ethylhexyl)phthalate

Butylbenzylphthalate

1,300 1,900

63 900

Diethylphthalate 200 1,200

Dimethylphthalate 71 160

Di-n-butylphthalate

63U ‘‘‘B

58U

________

110 U

1,400 5,100

290 U

57 U

58 U

58U I1OU 57U

myrtle_samples report_table-OW

57 U

-t awl
58U 220U

JEI
250 U

LI
88 U 150U 330U
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Samples in vicinity of Seattle Iron and Metals (dry weight).

lample 1D SQS1 Ca! CBI4S .;.rv’ C8147 Dp..CBIUZ%t CBI4O C5157-F . cB1,rs, : RDI r.’P3!s .RCB189F4R.1
‘ UEIb2UEIC

Lab Ref •.: PA34 PA34 ?. PA34 ‘‘ PA34 QWO5 0W05 r: 0W05 QWO5 QWO5

Type ,, &rt Dirt Dirt Dirt ,7 CB CB Rootdrain Roof drain SD

Outfall :. •CSS2 CSS OSS 5th Ave S ;•SMyrUeSt SMynleSt SMyrtleSt - SMyrtleSt SMydleSt

e ‘ “ (noSD) SD SD SD -

ôae1.-3..,_ ‘ 05/27/09 05)27/09 05/27/09 05/27/09 05/11/10 05111/10 05/11)10 W11/10
Di-n-octyl phthalate 6.200 NA 58 U 98 J 57 U 35 J 2,200 3,400 920 970 3,500

PCBs (ugikg DW)

1016 19U 290U 19U 19U 48U 60U 40U 66U 34U

1221 19U 290U 19U 19U 48U 60U 40U 66U 34U

1232 — 19U 290U 19U 19U 48U 60U 40U 66U 34U

1242 19U 290U 19U 19U 48U 60U 40U 66U 34U

1248 19 U 290 U 19 U 19 U 1,300 1,400 570 1,800 1,300f’lr
-- 52 590 130 - 26 1,400 2,200 - 1,100 2,200 1,400

lZbO - 130 J 750 400 34 260 420 260 570 250

Totaiäs 1301 ODD r%a1sJ ii . C so áü 411J — —I —

Other organic compounds (ug/kg DW)

1.2,4-ThcNombenzene 58 U 110 U 57 U 58 U 220 U 250 U 88 U 150 U 330 U

1,2-Dichlorobenzene 58 U 110 U 57 U 58 U 220 U 250 U 88 U 150 U 330 U

1,3-Dichlorobenzene 58 U 110 U 57 U 58 U 220 U 250 U 88 U 150 U 330 U

1,4-Dichlorobenzene - 58 U 110 U 57 U 58 U 220 U 250 U 88 U 150 U 330U

2,2’-Oxybis(l-chloropropane) 58 U 110 U 57 U 58 U 220 U 250 U 88 U 150 U 330 U

2,4,5-Trichlorophenol 290 U 530 U 280 U 290 U 1,100 U 1,200 U 440 U 730 U 1,600 U

2,4,6-Trichlorophenol 290 U 530 U 280 U 290 U 1,100 U 1,200 U 440 U 730 U 1,600 U

2,4-Dichlorophenol - 290 U 530 U 280 U 290 U 1,100 U 1,200 U 440 U 730 U 1,600 U

29 29 58 U 110 U 57 U 58 U 220 U 250 U 88 U 150 U 330 U

2,4-Dinitrophenol 580 U 1,100 U 570 U 580 U 2,200 U 2,500 U 880 U 1,500 U 3,300 U

2,4-Dinitrotoluene 290 U 530 U 280 U 290 U 1,100 U 1,200 U 440 U 730 U 1,600 U

2,6-Dinitrotoluene 290 U 530 U 280 U 290 U 1,100 U 1,200 U 440 U 730 U 1,600 U

‘ ‘oronaphthalene 56 U 110 U 57 U 58 U 220 U 250 U 86 U 150 U 330 U

2-c.nlorophenol 58 U 110 U 57 U 58 U 220 U 250 U 88 U 150 U 330 U

2-Methylnaphthalene 58 J 110 U 47 J 58 U 150 J 250 64 J 170 980

2-Methylphenol2 58 U 110 U 57 U 58 U 220 U 250 U 88 U 150 U 330 U

2-Nitroaniline 290 U 530 U 280 U 290 U 1,100 U 1,200 U 440 U 730 U 1.600 U

2-Nitrophenol 290 U 530 U 280 U 290 U 220 U 250 U 88 U 150 U 330 U

3,3’-Dichlorobenzidine 290 U 530 U 280 U 290 R 1,100 U 1,200 U 440 U 730 U 1,600 U

3-Nitroaniline 290 U 530 U 280 U 290 R 1,100 U 1,200 U 440 U 730 U 1,600 U

4,6-Dinitm-2-methylphenol 580 U 1.100 U 570 U 580 R 2,200 U 2,500 U 880 U 1,500 U 3,300 U

4-Bromophenyl-phenylether 58 U 110 U 57 U 58 U 220 U 250 U 68 U 150 U 330 U

4-Chloro-3-methylphend 290 U 530 U 280 U 290 U 1,100 U 1,200 U 440 U 730 U 1,600 U

4-Chloroanjljne 290 U 530 U 280 U 290 R 1,100 U 1,200 U 440 U 730 U 1,600 U

4-Chlorophenyl-phenylether 58 U 110 U 57 U 58 U 220 U 250 U 88 U 150 U 330 U

4.Methylphenola 670 670 58 U 110 U 57 U 58 U 330 &.N 88 U 150 U 330 U



Tyr
Oul

Date

Benzoic ac&

—

Benzyl alcohor
bis(2-Chlorcethoxy) methane

Bis-(2-chloroethyl) ether

:izofuran

H exa chlorobenzene

H exachlorobutad ene

H exa chiorocyclopentadiene

Hexachioroethane

Isophorone

Nitrobenzene

5051 CSU 05146 45147 ‘C5148
LAETb 2LAEr -

PA34 t PA34 PAS4
Dirt Dirt ‘ Dirt

S CSS - CSS CSS

05/27/09 05/27/09

58U I1OU 57U

58U 110U 57U

58U 110U

58U 11OU

110U 57U

1IOU 57U

58U 11OU

290 U

58 U

05149 05157-F 051575 RD1

PA34 QWOS
Dirt •r•- GB

8th Ave S SMyrUe St
(noSD) SD

05/27/09 05/11/10 05/11/10 05/11/10

290 R 1,100 U 1,200 U

580 R :flhIJ nFN
58U 220U 250U

58U 220U 250U

58U 220U 250U

58U 220U 250U

58U 220U 250U

58U 220U 250U

58U 220U 250U

290 U 1,100 U 1,200 U

58U 220U 250U

58U 220U 250U

58U 220U 250U

290 U 1,100 U 1,200 U

58U 220U 250U

330 U

330 U

330 U

1,600 U

330 U

730 U 1,600 U

320 330 U

myrtle_samples report_table-DW
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Samples in vicinity of Seattle Iron and Metals (dry weight).

4-Nitroaniline

4-Nitrophenol

05/27/09

290U 530U 280U

290U 530U 280U

650 650 580 U 1,100 U 570 U

290 U

RD2 •RCBIS9F

QWO5 QWO5 QWO5 QWO5
GB Roof drain Roof drain SD

S Myrtle St S Myrtle St S Myrtle St S Myrtle St
SD . SD SD SD

05/11/10 5/11/10

1,100 U 1,200 U

58 U

58 U

57 U

57 U

N-Nitroso-di-n-prcpylamine

_______

N-Nitrosodiphenylamine

Pentachlorophenol3 360 690
Phenola 420 1,200

530 U

iid U

110 U

110 U

530 U

110 U

530 U

110 U

1,600 U

1,600 U

3,300 U

440

330 U

330 U

10 J

330 U

330 U

330 U

1,600 U

58 U

58 U

290 U

58 U

290 U

58 U

57 U

280 U

57 U

57 U

57 U

280 U

57 U

280 U

57 U

440 U

Li
590 J

88 U

88 U

88 U

120
88 U

88 U

88 U

440 U

88 U

88 U

88 U

440 U

88 U

440 U

240

730 U

730 U

1,500 U

150 U

150 U

150 U

200

10 U

150 U

150 U

730 U

150 U

150 U

150 U

730 U

150 U

290 R

58 U

1,100 U 1,200 U

420 1,300
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Legend
Seattle Iron and Metals Utilities Sample locations (sediment) Structures

Sample Locations (May 11, 2010)
storm drain ø&t catch basin 0 Maintenance hole

Sanitary sewer • Right-of-way catch basin Catch basin

Combined sewer A Roof * Outfall
Produced by the City of Seattle N

ThE cny OF SEAmE, ‘ole, MI right. rrnrv.d — — King County interceptor
No gunnt.. ot.ny .orl Implied, Including .wcy, W E 50 0 50 100 Feet
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© 0
State of Washington Department of Ecology

Northwest Regional Office
w’1 STORMWATER COMPLIANCE INSPECTION REPORTECOLOGY

General Data
Inspection Date NPDES Permit # County Receiving Waters Inspector(s) Fac Type

03129106 S03003645C King Duwamish Waterway Greg Stegman Industrial
Weather at time of inspection: Clear

Discharges to: Surface Water Ground Water 0 Discharge location: N 47 32’ 21.8’; W 122 19’ 31.5” (NAD83)
Facility Data

Name and Location of Facility Inspected Entry Time Permit Effective Date
Seattle Iron and Metal Corporation 10:00 am 09/20/02
601 S Myrtle St. Exit Time Permit Expiration Date
Seattle, WA 98108 11:50 am 09/20/07
Facility entrance location: N 47 32’ 16.5”; W 122 19’ 36.5” (NADB3)
Name(s) of On-Site Representative(s)/Title(s)/Phone and Fax Number(s) Additional Participants:
Eric Paul - Megan Wis&m, Ecology
206-682-0040

Mailing Address of Responsible OfficialftitlelPhone and Fax Number. —

Eric Paul Samples Taken? No
Seattle Iron and Metal Corporation
601 5 Myrtle St. Photos Taken? Yes
Seattle, WA 98108

Phone number (206) 682-0040 Announced Inspection
CONCERNS AND RECOMMENDATIONS

• The Administrative Order (Order) issued to Seattle Iron and Metal Corporation has not been rescinded.
Contact John Drabeck (425) 649-7293 with any questions regarding compliance with the Order and
individual permit application process.

• The total zinc value for the second quarter of 2005 has exceeded the benchmark value described in
Industrial Stormwater General Permit (permit) condition S4.D.2, therefore consult permit condition 54.C
for the appropriate response.

• There were petroleum stains around the stationary fueling station. To prevent petroleum contamination of
stormwater, implement the necessary fueling station operational and/or source control Best Management
Practices (BMPs).

For assistance with any of these compliance issues or recommendation regarding BMPs see the Stormwater
Management Manual for Western Washington, volumes IV and V (SWMM). To obtain a copy of the SWMM you
may go to Ecology’s website at: htto://www.ecv.wa.oov/Qroorams/wo/stormwater/manual.html

Page 1 of4



BACKGROUND

0

Seattle iron and Metals Corporation (SIMC) uses a metal shredder, a shearing machine and torches to break up

larger pieces of ferrous and non-ferrous metals into small bits that are then sold to recyclers.

On May 28, 1999 an Administrative Order (Order) was issued to SIMC and remains in effect. The Order required

SIMC to apply for an Individual State Waste Discharge Permit (individual permit), which they have done. In

addition, the Order requires monitoring of the facility’s stormwater discharges. The individual permit application is

being processed by John Drabeck of Ecology. Seattle Iron and Metal is still required to comply with all terms of

the Order, until the issuance of the individual permit. The facility also is covered by an Industrial Stormwater

General Permit (general permit). The general permit will remain in effect until the individual permit is issued,

The Department of Ecology (Ecology) has conducted an inspection at this facility in the past. The purpose of this

inspection is to respond to a complaint and to conduct a compliance inspection per the requirement of the

Revised Code of Washington (RCW) 90.48.560.

The complaint concerned pictures, that Ecology received on February 17 2006, showing scrap metal from the

SIMC site spilling down the bank towards the Duwamish Waterway. Eric Paul, representing SIMC, affirmed that

the picture was at his facility and told us that they had cleaned up the area using a giant magnet and installed an

additional barrier in the area to prevent future material overflow (photo P3290013).

All stormwater on site is moved through a carefully designed and managed

treatment system. The treatment system consists of flocculation and metal

precipitation. Stormwater sampling is conducted at a spigot (Photo P329001 6)

tapped into the treatment plant’s effluent pipe. Effluent from the treatment

plant is then discjed into the Duwamish Waterway. Sampling is not
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Areas Evaluated Durinq Inspection

Stormwater Pollution Onsite: Yes

Prevention Plan (SWPPP)

Permit Onsite: Yes

Visual Inspections [0 Documented: Yes

Spill prevention and N Documented: Yes

emergency cleanup plan —

Employee training for spill Documented: Yes

plan and SWPPP

Discharge Monitoring DMR concern(s): Parameter(s) above permit limit

Reports (DMRs) —

Catch Basins NFrequency of Cleaning: As needed

l Catch basin filters are changed as needed.

OilMater Separators l Frequency of Cleaning: Unknown

EquipmentNehicle Washing Conducted onsite: Yes Wash water drains to:Sanitary sewer

Outside Storage and N Paved: Yes Sweeping Frequency: Daily

Parking Areas Type of materials stored outside: See below

. Type of vehicles stored outside: Heavy equipment

Stockpiles of scrap metal (photo P3290006) are located through out the site in

various states of processing. Most stockpiles are uncovered and sorted by

metal type. The facility does not take hazardous materials. Some potentially

hazardous liquids are present in the junked cars, and are burned during the

shredding process.

Fueling operations Conducted onsite: Yes Type: Stationary

There were petroleum stains around the stationary fueling station.

EquipmentNehicle Conducted onsite: Yes

Maintenance Repair and maintenance performed outside: No

Treatment System,

monitoring point and

discharge point

N
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conducted at the Duwamish Waterway outfall because the discharge at this
point is a mixture of off site stormwater from Orchard Street and the treated
stormwater from the facility.

For questions concerning this inspection report please contact Greg Stegman at (425)-649-7019,
gste46l ecy.wa.gov or Washington State Department of Ecology, NWRO, 3190 1 601h Avenue SE, Bellevue, WA
98008-5452.

cc: Greg Stegman, Ecology

Signatures
Reviewed and approved by:

—e-e CIt2&6
GrdyfSfr. Stegan ‘ Date ñnald Sderger Date
StorrrtWater injØector Unit Supervisor
Water Quality Program Water Quality Program
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PHOTO ADDENDUM — SEATTLE IRON AND METAL CORPORATION 3/29/06

P3290006 DEscrnPTIoN: STOCKPILED MATERIAL NEAR SHREDDER

t

P3290009 DESCRIPTION: DIESEL FUEL STATION

--

___

r”-’-j

CONTAINMENTAT SOUThERN EDGE OF PROPERTY

J 1

P3290016 DESCRIPTION: SAMPLE POINT- WHERE TREATMENT SYSTEM

DISCHARGES TO PIPE THAT EVENTUALLY DISCHARGES TO DUWAJA1SH.
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STATE OF WASHINGTON

DEPARTMENT OF ECOLOGY
Nort!mcsl Regional Office • 3190 160th ALcnue SE • Bdllcvue, flashington 98008-5452 • 14253 649-7000

August 28, 2006

Mr. Eric Paul CERTIFIED MAIL
Seattle Iron & Metals Corp. 7005 1820 0004 5364 0959
601 S. Myrtle St.
Seattle, WA 98108

Dear Mr. Paul:

Re: Ecology’s site visit on July 6, 2006 &V / 02 O I c

Thank you and your staff for your time during Ecology’s site visit. As we explained,
Ecology is requesting a Sampling and Analysis Plan for all generators of auto shredder
residue (ASR) and to fully designate the ASR for federal and state-only waste codes.

Our chemist, Alex Stone, reviewed your plan and I’ve included his comments in the
enclosure. Please revise your Sampling and Analysis Plan to ensure it meets with our
minimum requirements.

Ecology has concerns regarding the one ASR sample which you said recently failed for
lead. Ecology’s sampling protocol requires a 90% confidence level, which means
additional sampling is required to fully designate the ASR. Please be advised that in the
future should a sample fail, Seattle Iron & Metals shall conduct further sampling.
Ecology recommends that you retain the sample material until you receive analytical
results.

One concern which you will need to address is the sludge from the storm water treatment
system. Prior to sending the sludge off-site for the next clean out, you will need to test it
for the same metals as the ASR. If the material fails for metals then you will need to
manage it as a hazardous waste. If it does not fail, then you will need to conduct a fish
bioassay test to determine if it is a state-only hazardous waste.

If you have any questions please do not hesitate to contact me for any compliance issues
at (360) 407-7553 or Alex Stone for any sampling plan questions at (360) 407-6344.

Sincerely,

Lisa Perle
NWRO, Ecology
Hazardous Waste and Toxics Reduction Program

cc: Dave Misko, Ecology-NWRO
Pinky Feda, Ecology-SWRO
Central Files, NWRO
RCRA Information

C.,
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Ecology review of:

Auto Shredder Residue Sampling, Lab Analysis and Statistical Data Summary Plan
Prepared for Seattle Iron and Metals Corporation

General Comments:

I. There is no acknowledgement of requirements to address Washington state-only
dangerous waste regulations. States that are delegated for the federal RCRA
program as is Washington are required to be at least as stringent as RCRA.
However the states are allowed to be more stringent that RCRA and Washington’s
dangerous waste regulations include a number of state-only criteria. You must
evaluate your waste to determine whether it exceeds the state-only designation
criteria. This document must provide a description of sampling and analyses that
meet these requirements. Washington state-only designation criteria are described
in WAC 173-303-l00((5) and (6).

2. The SAP does not include any documentation requirements. An important aspect
of any SAP is to identify how the sampling event is documented via the use of
field log, notes, pictures, etc. The SAP needs to be expanded to include direction
to the sampler to document the steps taken in addition to any deviations from the
SAP and the reasons for the deviations. This documentation should include the
time, the location, the amount of sampie obtained, a description of the physical
characteristics of the material, and any unusual observations.

3. The document does not indicate how you will determine if test results meet the
90% confidence interval for those samples that fall the dangerous waste criteria.
Ecology’s policy is that, if a test result indicates a waste exceeds a designation
limit, the waste is assumed to be dangerous waste unless the test result can be
proved to be either an “outher” or not representative of the waste stream. In order
to prove the sample is not representative, additional sampling would be required
so the results demonstrate to a 90% confidence limit that the result is a true
outlier. This information and discussion should be included in the SAP.

4. Although comments in this review are related to using this SAP on a routine
basis, Ecology is interested in obtaining additional samples within a short
timeframe to determine waste stream variability. Therefore, Ecology will discuss
additional sampling events with you.

Specific Comments:

1. Purpose and Nature of Sampling and Analysis: This section neither references nor
includes Washington dangerous waste requirements as a driver for the sampling
effort. The document should indicate that a primary driver for the sampling event
is that ASR has been identified as a solid waste subject to designation and must be
analyzed to determine if any constituents exceed Washington’s dangerous waste

—1—
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requirements per WAC 173-303-090 through -110. ASR has been identified as a
solid waste subject to designation and must be analyzed to determine if it exceeds
Washington’s dangerous waste characteristics and criteria. This section does
refer to TSCA and Oregon DEQ requirements which are additional drivers. It
should be indicated, however, that TSCA is primarily used for PCBs while
dangerous waste requirements are primarily responsible for the other analyses. It
would be appropriate to discuss both federal and state designation requirements at
this point. Please re-write to expand upon the purposes for ASR sampling.

2. General Samplinu Guidelines: The first paragraph indicates that “Samples are to
be collected by personnel familiar with shredder operations...j.” Please define
the term “familiar.” In addition, it is important that the sampler be knowledgeable
concerning proper sampling techniques and the challenges of dealing with
potentially dangerous waste. This section needs to be expanded to provide better
definition and to indicate what minimum training requirements are needed.

3. General Samplhw Guidelines: The third paragraph indicates that it is important to
guarantee that the plant is operating normally and that “.. .the in-feed material
should be representative of th facility’s normal operation.” Ecology strongly
agrees on the importance of representative in-feed during ASR waste sampling,
and believes that additional information should be collected prior to the sampling
event. As indicated earlier, ASR is a very heterogeneous mixture. It is also
dependent upon the material being processed at the time of collection. Therefore
the SAP should include a requirement for the sampler to record the type of in-feed
material being processed at the time of sampling and include documentation of
the information in its field notes. With this information, the sampler will have
documented evidence that its sample is representative of a typical in-feed
operation. In addition, if any of the data indicate the ASR is a dangerous waste,
this information may prove important in identiing possible in-feed materials that
contribute to the problem and provide information to the facility which may
prevent the problem from re-occurring. Please expand upon this section to
include the requirement of documenting in-feed material descriptions during
sampling.

4. Sampling: The first paragraph indicates federal sampling guidelines for stock
piled material and contemporaneous sampling of ASR. It does not acknowledge,
however, that there are additional sampling requirements to meet state dangerous
waste requirements. Please expand to include state-only requirements.

5. Sampling: The sampling section needs to be expanded as it does not provide
sufficient detail. For example, it does not explain how the samples will be
collected, i.e. using a shovel or some other sampling device, whether disposable,
sterile gloves will be placed over the heavier gloves and replaced during at each
sampling aliquot, etc. It does not explain how the sampling event will be
documented (field notes, pictures, etc.) and how any deviation will be recorded
and explained. It does not include information how the integrity of the sample

-7-
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will be maintained between aliquots. Ecology typically requires that samples be
maintained t 4oC between collection and final delivery to the laboratory. In
addition, it would be important to have a process which maintains the integrity of
the sample between aliquots. For example, is a security tape placed on the 55-
gallon drum between additions which certifies no contamination could occw or is
it kept in a locked location which limits access? Ecology is not dictating what is
done (within some limits), just indicating that additional detail needs to be added
which guarantees the sample is both representative and obtained using the best
sampling techniques.

6. Chain-of-custody: As a minor suggestion, it would be appropriate to indicate that
all chain-of-custody procedures identified in EPA’s sampling methodology, SW-
846, will be followed.

7. Laboratory Oualiw Assurance and Quality Control: The document clearly
identifies a level of QA/QC including the requirement for”.. .Matrix Spike,
Matrix/Duplicate Matrix Spike and Laboratory Control Samples.” SAP should
clarify, however, whether individual aliquots will be obtained from the sample to
run the Matrix Spike and Matrix/Duplicate Matrix Spike or if the laboratory batch
runs vi1l be used. If so, the differences between ASR and the laboratory batch
analyses should be discussed.

-3-



State of Washington Department of Ecology
Northwest Regional Office

WATER COMPLIANCE INSPECTION REPORT
Section A: National Data System Coding (i.e., PCS)

Transaction code NPDES # yr/mo/day Inspection Type Inspector Fac Type
iN 2 3WA003196811 120710411817 iS 202

Remarks

Inspection work days Facility SeIf-Mon;toring Evaluation Rating BI QA Reserved—
670.069 702 71N 72N 73_74 75 80

Section 8: Facility Data
Name and Location of Fadlity Inspected (For industrial users discharging to P07W, also include Entry lime/Date Permit Effective Date
P07W name and NPDES permit number)
SEATrEL IRON AND METAL CORPORATION 9:00 AM 04/18/07
601 S. MYRTLE STREET Exit Time! Date Permit Expiration Date
SEATTLE, WA 98108 11:45 AM 04/18/07

Name(s) of On-Site Representative(s)/Title(s)/Phone and Fax Number(s) Other Facility Data
Eric Paul, VP of Operation
SEATTEL IRON AND METAL CORPORATION
601 5. MYRTLE STREET - SEATTLE, WA 98108
Name, Address of Responsible Offibalrrilt&Phone and Fax Number.
Eric Paul, VP of Operation
206-682-0040

Phone Number Fax Contacted? Yes No

Section C: Areas Evaluated During Inspection (Check only those areas evaluated)
Permit C Flow Measurement C Operations&Maint. C CSO/SS0 (Sewer Overflow)

U Records/Reports U Self-Monitoring Program U Sludge Handling/Disposal Z Pollution Prevention
Facility Site Review C Compliance Schedules C Pretreatment U Multimedia

U Effluent/Receiving water U Laboratory Storm water C other
Section 0: Summary of Findings/Comments

This is an inspection for completing the individual NPDES permit application. SEAUEL IRON AND METAL(SIM) is the only scrap yards
this size for cars and other metals in NWRO and considered one of the largest in Washington.

John Drabek and I arrived at the facility at about 9:00 AM and met with Mr. Eric Paul, VP of operation. He walked us through the drawings
before we started actual plant visit. SIM uses a metal shredder to break up larger pieces of ferrous and non-ferrous metals into small
pieces. The smaller pieces are sold to metal recyclers for further processing. The facility is operating under administrative order that was
issued on May 28, 1999 and general permit # 503003645C. The administrative order has not been rescinded. According to the order, the
facility must submit an application for an individual permit and it has done so. The order has asked the SIM for certain monitoring
parameters and frequency. The SIM, failed to comply with the order. The reason for failure was when the SIM received its renewed
stormwater general permit, it mistakenly thought the new general permit is replacing the older order and that matter was never confirmed or
rejected by the department. The SIM was operating under the false notion for sometime. However, the general permit and the order, both,
are in effect until a new individual permit is written. This matter was discussed with facility. An individual permit is being written for this
facility currently. The site, despite piles of scrap materials, appeared to be in a very good order. The contaminated stormwater collected in
an underground storage vault. The treatment plant start operation and treatment when wastewater collected in the vault reaches a certain
height, The treated contaminated stormwater are discharged to Duwamish waterways. The system is fully automated and it can also run
manually. Besides contaminated stormwater, the facility generates process wastewater is discharged to King County sanitary sewer
system. The County’s pretreatment program has issued an industrial users permit to the facility under the County’s pretreatment program
delegated to the County by the State of Washington.
Name(s) n Signatures of Inspector(s) Agency/Office/Telephone Date

Ed Abasi PjE. WA Dept. of Ecology/N WRO/(425)649-7227 5/16/2007

I’!’) I Qf ..4/’f\
/

3190 160th SE, Bellevue, WA 98008-5452

I John Drabk ‘frs. WA Dept. of Ecology NWRO - (425)649-7227
3190 160th SE, Bellevue, WA 98008-5452

Signatur of Management 0 A Reviewer Agency/Office/Phone and Fax Numbers Date// WA Dept. of Ecology/N WRO/(425)649-7000 ,—f /
.f’’t’_-/c_ fax (425)649-7098 -_k / /7/67

UNANNOUNCED Inspection

I -

C C
substitute for 0MB No. 2040
0057 and EPA form 3560-3
(Rev. 9-94)
(last file update 12-95.)
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5/16/2007 Inspection Report NPDES #WA-003196-8

t

Appendix E Compliance Inspection Report Form

INSTRUCTIONS

Section A: National Date System Coding (i.e., PCS)

Column 1: Transaction Code. Use N, C, or D for New Change or Delete. All inspections will be new unless there is an error in the data entered.

Columns 3-11: NPDES Permit No. Enter the facility’s NPDES permit number. (Use the Remarks columns to record State permit number. ifnecessary.)

Columns 12-17: Inspection Date. Insert the date entry was made into the facility. Use the year/month/day format (e.g., 94/06/30 = June 30.1994).

Column 18: InspectIon Type. Use one of the codes listed below to describe the type of inspection:

A Performance Audit L Enforcement Case Support 2 IU Sampling Inspection

B Compliance Biomonitoring M Multimedia 3 IU Non-Sampling Inspection

C Compliance Evaluation (non- P Pretreatment Compliance Inspection 4 IU Toxics Inspection

sampling)
D Diagnostic R Reconnaissance 5 IU Sampling Inspection with Pretreatment

E Corps of Engineers Inspection S Compliance Sampling B IU Non-Sampling Inspection w:th
pretreatment

F Pretreatment Follow-up U lU Inspection with Pretreatment Audit 7 IU Toxics with Pretreatment

O Pretreatment Audit X Toxics Inspection
I Industrial User (lU) Inspection Z Sludge

Column 19: Inspector Code. Use one of the codes listed below to describe the /ead agency in the inspection.

C - Contractor or Other Inspectors (Specif1 in Remarks Columns) N - NEIC Inspectors

E - Corps of Engineers R - EPA Regional Inspector

J - Joint EPA/State Inspectors - EPA Lead S - State Inspector
T - Joint Stale/EPA Inspectors - State Lead

Column 20: Facility Type. Use of one of the codes below to describe the facifty.
1 - Municipal. Publicly Owned Treatment Works (POTWs) with 1987 Standard Industrial Code (SIC) 4952.

2 - Industrial. Other than municipal, agricultural, and Federal facilities.
3- Agricultural. Facilities classified with 1987 SIC 0111 to 0971.
4- Federal. Facilities identified as Federal by the EPA Regional Office

Columns 21-66: Remarks. These columns are reserved for remarks at the discretion of the Region.

Columns 67-69: Inspection Work Days, Estimate the total work effort (to the nearest 0.1 work day), up to 99.9 days, that were used to complete the

inspection and submit a QA reviewed report of findings. This estimate includes the accumulative effort of all participating inspectors; any effort for laboratory

analyses, testing, and remote sensing; and the billed payroll time for travel and pm and post inspection preparation. This estimate does not require detailed

documentation.

Column 70: Facility Evaluation Rating. Use information gathered during the inspection (regardless of inspection type) to evaluate the quality of the

facility self-monitoring program. Grade the program using a scale of Ito 5 with a score of 5 being used for very reliable self-monitoring programs, 3 being

satisfactory, and I b&ng used for very unreliable programs.

Column 71: Biomonitoring Information. Enter D for static testing. Enter F for flow through testing. Enter N for no biomonitoring.

Column 72: Quality Assurance Data Inspection. Enter Q if the inspection was conducted as follow-up on quality assurance sample results. Enter N

otherwise.

Columns 73.60: These columns are reserved for regionally defined information.

Section B: Facility Data

This section is self-explanatory except for ‘Other Faciiity Data,” which may include new information not in the permit or PCS (e.g., new outfalls, names of

receiving waters, new ownership, and other updates to the record).

SectIon C: Areas Evaluated During Inspection

Check only those areas evaluated by marking the appropriate box. Use Section D and additional sheets as necessary. Support the findings, as necessary.

in a brief narrative report. Use the headings given on the report form (e.g., Permit, Records/Reports) when discussing the areas evaluated during the

inspection. The heading marked “Multimedia” may indicate medias such as CAA, RCRA, and TSCA. The heading marked Othe?’ may indicate activities

such as SPCC, BMPs, and concems that are not covered elsewhere.

Section D: Summary of Findings/Comments

Briefly summarize the inspection findings. This summary should abstract the pertinent inspection findings, not replace the narrative report. Reference a list

of attachments, such as completed ctiecklists taken from the NPDES Compliance Inspection Manuals and pretreatment guidance documents, including

effluent data when sampling has been done. Use extra sheets as necessary.

WA Department of Ecology SEAHEL IRON AND METAL CORPORATION inspected 07104/18 by Ed Abbasi P.E.
Page 2 of 2
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Seattle Iron and Metal WI - 33196-8 photos by John Drabek ( 4-18-07

PHOTO NO. 1

DESCRIPTION:

THE
contaminated
stormwater
treatment system.
The treatment
system is DAF
system.

PHOTO NO.2

DESCRIPTION:

Shredded piles of
materials that is
being taken for
further separation.
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• Seattle Iron and Metal W. 196-8

PHOTO NO.4

DESCRIPTION:

C
photos by John Drabek ( )4-1 8-2007

PHOTO NO.3

DESCRIPTION:

Mixed scraps are
being prepared
for separation.

More mixed scraps are being prepared for separation.



Seattle Iron and Metal
C

WI 03196-8 photos by John Drabek

cm
34-18-2007

PHOTO NO.5

DESCRIPTION:

PHOTO NO.6

The Copper scarps

DESCRIPTLON:

More mixed scraps
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State of Washington Department of Ecology

Northwest Regional Office

:t’.’:w,’. STORMWATER COMPLIANCE INSPECTION REPORT
ECOLOGY

General Data
Inspection Date NPDES Permit # County Receiving waters Inspector(s) Fac Type

03/29/06 S03003645C King Duwamish Waterway Greg Stegman Industrial
weather at time of inspection: Clear

Discharges to: Surface water Ground water Q Discharge location: N 47 32’ 21.8”; W 122 19’ 31.5” (NAD83)
Facility_Data

Name and Location of Facility Inspected Entry Time Permit Effective Date

Seattle Iron and Metal Corporation 10:00 am 09/20/02
601 S Myrtle St. Exit Time Permit Expiration Date

Seattle, WA 98108 11:50 am 09/20/07

Facility entrance location: N 47 32’ 16.5”; W 122 19’ 36.5” (NAD83)
Name(s) of On-S!te Representative(s)ITitIe(s)IPhone and Fax Number(s) Additional Participants:
Eric Paul Megan Wisdom, Ecology

206-682-0040

Mailing Address of Responsible Offlcialmtlelphone and Fax Number. —

Eric Paul Samples Taken? No
Seattle Iron and Metal Corporation
601 S Myrtle St. Photos Taken? Yes

Seattle, WA 98108

Phone number (206) 682-0040 Announced Inspection
CONCERNS AND RECOMMENDATIONS

• The Administrative Order (Order) issued to Seattle Iron and Metal Corporation has not been rescinded.
Contact John Drabeck (425) 649-7293 with any questions regarding compliance with the Order and
individual permit application process.

• The total zinc value for the second quarter of 2005 has exceeded the benchmark value described in
Industrial Stormwater General Permit (permit) condition 54.D.2, therefore consult permit condition S4.C
for the appropriate response.

• There were petroleum stains around the stationary fueling station. To prevent petroleum contamination of
stormwater, implement the necessary fueling station operational and/or source control Best Management
Practices (BMP5).

For assistance with any of these compliance issues or recommendation regarding BMPs see the Stormwater
Management Manual for Western Washington, volumes IV and V (SWMM). To obtain a copy of the SWMM you
may go to Ecology’s website at: http://www.ecy.wa.gov/programs/wg/stormwater/manual.html

Page 1 of 4
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BACKGROUND

Seattle Iron and Metals Corporation (SIMC) uses a metal shredder, a shearing machine and torches to break up
larger pieces of ferrous and non4errous metals into small bits that are then sold to recyclers.

On May 28, 1999 an Administrative Order (Order) was issued to SIMC and remains in effect. The Order required
SIMC to apply for an Individual State Waste Discharge Permit (individual permit), which they have done. In
addition, the Order requires monitoring of the facility’s stormwater discharges. The individual permit application is
being processed by John Drabeck of Ecology. Seattle Iron and Metal is still required to comply with all terms of
the Order, until the issuance of the individual permit. The facility also is covered by an Industrial Stormwater
General Permit (general permit). The general permit will remain in effect until the individual permit is issued.

The De5artment of Ecology (Ecology) has conducted an inspection at this facility in the past. The purpose of this
inspection is to respond to a complaint and to conduct a compliance inspection per the requirement of the
Revised Code of Washington (RCW) 90.48.560.

The complaint concerned pictures, that Ecology received on February 172006, showing scrap metal from the
SIMC site spilling down the bank towards the Duwamish Waterway. Eric Paul, representing SIMC, affirmed that
the picture was at his facility and told us that they had cleaned up the area using a giant magnet and installed an
additional barrier in the area to prevent future material overflow (photo P3290013).

Areas Evaluated During Inspection

Stormwater Pollution Onsite: Yes
Prevention Plan (SWPPP) —

Permit Onsite: Yes

Visual Inspections Documented: Yes

Spill prevention and Documented: Yes
emergency cleanup plan —

Employee training for spill Documented: Yes
plan and SWPPP —

Discharge Monitoring DMR concern(s): Parameter(s) above permit lihilt
Reports (DMRs)
Catch Basins -z Frequency of Cleaning: As needed

Catch basin filters are changed as needed.
OilMater Separators fl Frequency of Cleaning: Unknown
EquipmentNehicle Washing Conducted onsite: Yes Wash water drains to:Sanitary sewer
Outside Storage and Paved: Yes Sweeping Frequency: Daily
Parking Areas Type of materials stored outside: See below

Type of vehicles stored outside: Heavy equipment

Stockpiles of scrap metal (photo P3290006) are located through out the site in
various states of processing. Most stockpiles are uncovered and sorted by
metal type. The facility does not take hazardous materials. Some potentially
hazardous liquids are present in the junked cars, and are burned during the
shredding process.

Fueling operations Conducted onsite: Yes Type: Stationary
There were petroleum stains around the stationary fueling station.

Equipment/Vehicle Conducted onsite: Yes
Maintenance — Repair and maintenance performed outside: No
Treatment System, L All stormwater on site is moved through a carefully designed and managed
monitoring point and treatment system. The treatment system consists of flocculation and metal
discharge point precipitation. Stormwater sampling is conducted at a spigot (Photo P3290016)

tapped into the treatment plant’s effluent pipe. Effluent from the treatment
— plant is then discharged into the D uwamish Waterway. Sampling is not

Page 2 of 4
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I conducted at the Duwamish Waterway outfall because the discharge at this

point is a mixture of off site stormwater from Orchard Street and the treated
stormwater from the facility.

For questions concerning this inspection report please contact Greg Stegman at (425)-649-7019,
gste461ecy.wa.gov or Washington State Department of Ecology, NWRO, 3190 1601h Avenue SE, Bellevue, WA
98008-5452.

cc: Greg Stegman, Ecology

Signatures
Reyiewed and approved by:

64flhB” --

StorrrlØter thØector Unit Supervisor
Water Quality Program Water Quality Program
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State of Washington Department of Ecology
Northwest Regional Office

WATER COMPLIANCE INSPECTION REPORT

Section A: National Data System Codino (i.e.. PCS)
Transaction Code NPOES # yr/mo/day Inspection Type Inspector Fac Type
iN 25 3S0300364511 121310410017 18C igS 202

Remarks

Inspection work days Facility Self-Monitoring Evaluation Rating SI QA Reserved
67_ 69 705 uN 72N 73___j4 75 80

Section 8: Facility Data
Name and Location of Facility Inspected (For industrial users discharging to POTW also include Entry Time/Date Permit Effective Date
PQ714/ name and NPDES permit number)

Seattle Iron and Metals 1:45AM 04/13/00 6-4-99
601 S. Garden (Myrtle) Exit Time / Date Permit Expiration Date

Seattle, WA 3:20 AM 04/13/00 11/18/00

Name(s) of On-Site Representauve(s)IrWe(s)J?hone and Fax Number(s) Other Facility Data
Eric R. Paul, Assistant Vice President of Operations
206-834-4441 fax: 206-623-1231
epaul@seairon.com

Name, Address of Responsible OfficialrritleJPhone and Fax Number.

Phone Number Fax Contacted? DYes EJN0

Section C: Areas Evaluated During Inspection (Check only those areas evaluated)
Permit fl Flow Measurement Operations&Maint. CSO/SSO (Sewer Overflow)

L Records/Reports Self-Monitoring Program fl Sludge Handling/Disposal Pollution Prevention
Facility Site Review E Compliance Schedules Pretreatment H Multimedia

H Effluent/Receiving water U Laboratory E Storm Water other
Section D: Summary of Findings/Comments

The business moved from Harbor Island to this site which was designed for the operation. The stormwater (up to the
design capacity) is collected on site and conveyed to a stormwater treatment system. That system is still being brought on
line and has not achieved satisfactory performance yet- More rain will provide opportunities to continue to tune up the system.
Potential discharges must meet effluent limits. Effluent that does not meet water quality standards may not be discharged to
the river. In theory, it Could be discharged back to the retention and detention system and reprocessed. We recommended
that the company also determine whether METRO/King County would take off spec discharges to the sanitary sewer. The
discharge from the treatment train will easily meet pretreatment requirements.

We suggested that on site wash down could be done with either treated or stored stormwater. It would be a conservation
measure. The washdown water in the vicinity of the shredder may not be discharged to the stormwater collection system.
The discharge of process water should be to the sanitary sewer. This should also be discussed with sewer staff.

The move was done with increasing urgency. Significant penalties were possible if the move were delayed. Because of
the rush, the site was not organized as well as it should be. Some of the scrap metal is stored too close to the river’s edge. It
is important to pull the materials back away from the edge of the site. The stormwater pollution prevention plan has not been
fully implemented. Oil spills need to be cleaned up promptly. Small areas where asphalt has been damaged should be
repaired. Asphalt may be an inappropriate material for use in the working area, Fuel tanks although contained, were not
stored under cover. Some of the equipment under repair seemed to also be located too close to the edge of the site. The
need to relocate from one site to another has created problems that would not exist if the business has simply begun
operations at the new location.

Additional stormwater protection is necessary. We requested that the company assess the structural, operational and
housekeeping deficiencies and prioritize actions with target dates for compHance. Topping the list would be to have the
treatment system operating at design efficiency and producing an effluent that meets water quality standards at the end of the
system -

A copy of the Stormwater Pollution Prevention Plan (SWPPP) should also be sent to Ecology. The Pollution Control
Officer needs to make sure that the plan is fully implemented. Corrections should be made as soon as possible. Generally,
compliance with the SWPPP should take precedence over routine business.

substitute for 0MB No. 2040-
0057 and EPA form 3560-3
(Rev. 9-94)
(last rite update 12-95.)
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4/18/00 Inspection Report ( NPDES # S03003645

Name(s) and Signatures of Inspector(s) Agency/Officerrelephone Date
Devitt WA Dept. of Ecology/NW RO/425-649-7028 04/18/00ç 3190 160th Ave SE, Bellevue, WA 98008-5452

•a4 ,

Signature of Management QA6viewer Agency/Office/Phone and Fax Numbers Date
7. WA Dept. of Ecology/NWRO/(425)649-7000 [

áijW P. I / fax 425-649-7098 41 6Ic
H LA

UNANNOUNCED Inspection

WA Department of Ecology Seattle Iron and Metals inspected 13104100by Ron Devitt
Page 2 of 3
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4/18/00 ( Inspection Report ( NPDES#S03003645

Appendix E Compliance Inspection Report Form

INSTRUCTIONS

Section A: National Date System Coding (i.e., PCS)

Column 1: Transaction Code, Use N, C, or D for New Change or Delete. All inspections wili be new unless there is an error in the data entered.
Columns 3-11: NPDES permit No. Enter the facility’s NPDES permit number. (Use the Remarks columns to record State permit number, if necessary)
Columns 12-17: Inspection Date. Insert the date entry was made into the facility. Use the year/month/day format (e.g.! 94/06/30 = June 30, 1994).
Column 18: Inspection Type. Use one of the codes listed below to describe the type of inspection:

A Performance Audit L Enforcement Case Support 2 10 Sampling Inspection
B Compliance Biomonitoring M Multimedia 3 IU Non-Sampling Inspection
C Compliance Evaluation (non- P Pretreatment Compliance Inspection 4 PU Toxics inspection

sampling)
0 Diagnostic R Reconnaissance 5 10 Sampling Inspection with Pretreatment
E Corps of Engineers inspection S Compliance Sampling 6 IU Non-Sampling Inspection with

pretreatment
F Pretreatment Follow-up U IU inspection with Pretreatment Audit 7 IU Toxics with PretreatmentG Pretreatment Audit X Toxics Inspection
I Industrial User (IU) inspection Z Sludge

Column 19: Inspector Code. Use one of the codes l;sted below to describe the lead agency in the inspection.
C - Contractor or Other Inspectors (Specify in Remarks Columns) N - NEIC Inspectors
C - Corps of Engineers R - EPA Regional inspector
J - Joint EPNState Inspectors - EPA Lead S - State Inspector

7 - Joint State/EPA Inspectors - State Lead

Column 20: Facility Type. Use of one ol the codes below to describe the facility.
1 - Municipal. Publicly Owned Treatment Works (POTWs) with 1987 Standard Industrial Code (SIC) 4952.
2- Industrial. Other than municipal. agricultural, and Federal facilities,
3- Agricultural. Facilities classified with 1987 SiC 0111 to 0971.
4- Federal. Facilities identified as Federal by the EPA Regional Office
Columns 21-66: RemarKs. These columns are reserved for remarks at the discretion of the Region.
Columns 67-69; InspectIon Work Days. Estimate the total work effort (to the nearest 0.1 work day), up to 99.9 days, that were used to complete theInspection and submit a QA reviewed report of findings. This estimate includes the accumulative effort of all participating inspectors; any effort fortaboratory analyses, testing, and remote sensing; and the billed payroll time for travel and pre and post inspection preparation. This estimate does notrequire detailed documentation.

Column 70: Facility Evaluation Rating. Use information gathered during the inspection (regartess of inspection type) to evaluate the quality of thefacility self-monitoring program. Grade the program using a scae of ito 5 with a score of 5 being used for very reliabe self-monitoring programs, 3 being
satisfactory, and I being used for very unreliable programs.

Column 71; Blomonitoring Information. Enter D for static testing. Enter F for flow through testing. Enter N for no biomonitoring.
Column 72: Quality Assurance Data Inspection. Enter 0 if the inspection was conducted as follow-up on quality assurance sample results. Enter N
otherwise.

Columns 73-80: These columns are reserved for regionally defined information.

Section B: FacIlity Data
This section is self-explanatory except for “Other Facility Data,” which may include new information not in the permit or PCS (e.g., new oulfals, names of
receiving waters, new ownership, and other updates to the record).

Section C: Areas Evaluated During Inspection
Check only those areas evaluated by marking the appropriate box. Use Section D and additional sheets as necessary. Support the findings, as necessary,in a brief narrative report. Use the headings given on the report form (e.g., Permit, RecordslReports) when discussing the areas evaluated during theinspection. The heading marked Multimedia’ may indicate medias such as CAA, RCRA, and TSCA. The heading marked othe( may indicate activitiessuch as SPCC, aMPs, and concerns that are not covered elsewhere.

Section D: Summary of Findings/Comments
Briefly summarize the inspection findings. This summary should abstract the pertinent inspection ndings. not replace the narrative report. Reference a listof attachments, such as completed checklists taken from the NPDES Ccmpliance Inspection Manuals and pretreatment guidance documents, including
effluent data when sampling has been done. Use extra sheets as necessary.

WA Department of Ecology Seattle Iron and Metals inspected 13/04!ODby Ron Devitt
Page 3 of 3



PHOTO NO. I

DESCRIPTION:

Stormwater
treatment system
westerly
components

PHOTO NO.2

DESCRIPTION:
Stormwater
treatment
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Multimedia filters
outside the
building

FACILITY: Seattle Iron and Metals (S03003645) DATE: 4/13/00 TAKEN BY: Ron Devitt



FACILITY: Seattle Iron and Metals (S03003645) DATE: 4/13/00 TAKEN BY: Ron Devitt

PHOTO NO.3

DESCRIPTION:

Metal turnings
area in a shed with
strip drain at
threshold to
capture oil

PHOTO NO.4

DESCRIPTION:
View toward
operation from
near the river’s
edge I



FACILITY: Seattle Iron and Metals (S03003645) DAm: 4/13/00 TAKEN BY: Ron Devitt

PHOTO NO. 5

DESCRIPTION:
Scrap materials
stored too close to
river

PHOTO NO.6

DESCRIPTION:
View from off site
to fuel tank and
equipment close to

- L
water
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fl State of Washington Department of Ecology

Northwest Regional Office (Rev. 9-94)

WATER COMPLIANCE INSPECTION REPORT
(Iastflleupdatel2-95.)

Section A: National Data System Coding (i.e.. PCS)

Transaction code NPDES # yr/mo/day inspection Type Inspector Fac Type

1 N 25 3WA0031964 11 1213/07/1217 18R igS 202
Remarks

Inspection work days Facility Self-Monitoring Evaluation Rating SI QA ——Reserved—

670.2 69 702 71N 72N 73___74 75 80

Section_B:_Facility_Data
Name and Location of Facility Inspected (For industrial users discharging to POTW, also include Entry Time/Date Permit Effective Date
POTW name and NPDES permit number)
SEAHEL IRON AND METAL CORPORATION 1:00 PM 12/13/07 12/01/07
601 S. MYRTLE STREET Exit Time / Date Permit Expiration Date
SEATTLE, WA 98108 3:00 PM 12/13/07 10/25/07

Name(s) of On-Site Representative(s)/Title(s)/Phone and Fax Number(s) Other Facility Data
Eric Paul, VP of Operation
SEAHEL IRON AND METAL CORPORATION
601 S. MYRTLE STREET - SEATTLE, WA 98108
Name, Address of Responsible Official/Title/Phone and Fax Number.
Eric Paul, VP of Operation
206-682-0040

Phone Number Fax Contacted? Yes No

Section C: Areas Evaluated During inspection (Check only those areas evaluated)

Permit IJ Flow Measurement FXI Operations & Maint. fl CSO/SSO (Sewer Overflow)

U Records/Reports U Self-Monitoring Program U Sludge Handling/Disposal Pollution Prevention
Facility Site Review fl Compliance Schedules U Pretreatment U Multimedia
Effluent/Receiving water U Laboratory Storm Water U other

Section D: Summary of Findings/Comments

This was a reconnaissance inspection. SEAUEL IRON AND METAL(SIM) is the only scrap yard this size for cars and other metals in
NWRO and considered one of the largest in Washington.

Robert Wright and Mike Jeffers of Ecology and I arrived at the facility at about 1.00 PM and met with Mr. Eric Paul, VP of Operation. We
discussed that the purpose of our visit that was to familiarize Robert Wright and Mike Jeffers with the site as part of their Duwamish Urban
Waters Source Control Initiative in support of the Superfund Clean-up of the river. Mr. Paul walked us through the drawings before we
started the actual site visit. SIM uses a metal shredder to break up larger pieces of ferrous and non-ferrous metals into smaller pieces. The
smaller pieces are sold to metal recyclers for further processing. Other non-metals and non-recycleable materials, such as foams and
some plastics are Iandfilled. The facility had been operating under administrative order that was issued on May 28, 1999 and general
permit # SO3003645C. A new permit was issued in November 2007 that became effective on December 1St The site appeared to have
excessive stockpiles amount of recyclable materials that needed be removed as soon as possible. The site appeared to have been pushed
to its limits. The stormwater on site appeared to be extremely contaminated and viscous. ‘No did not notico any applicable The
implementation of pollution source control measures on the site were very limited. Adequate catch basins inlet protection was missing
cpccially, the. They appeared to be filled with extremely dirty/oily runoffs. Failure to properly control the pollution at its source would likely
jeopardize the efficiency of the stormwater treatment system ieits We noticed oily stormwater runoffo running on the dock that may flow to
the river instead of the treatment system.into the Du’..’omich. The facility was originally designed to collect the contaminated stormwater in
an underground storage vault. The vault was designed based on 5 year- 24hr. Runoff as a result of storms larger than the design storm is
discharged directly to the river. The treatment plant starts operation and treatment when wastewater collected in the vault reaches a certain
height and activates a float switch. The treated contaminated stormwater is discharged to Duwamish River. The system is fully automated
and it can also run manually. Besides contaminated stormwater, the facility generates some process wastewater which is discharged to
King County sanitary sewer system. The County’s pretreatment program has issued an industrial users permit to the facility under the
County’s delegated pretreatment program.

Name(s) and Signatures of Inspector(s) Agency/Office/Telephone Date
Ed Abbasi P.E. WA Dept. of Ecology/NWRO/(425)649-7227 6/5/2009

3190 160th SE, Bellevue, WA 98008-5452

Robert Wright WA Dept. of Ecology NWRO - (425)649-7227
3190 160th SE, Bellevue, WA 98008-5452
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6/5/2009 Inspection Report NPDES # WA-003196-8

Signature of Management Q A Reviewer Agency/Office/Phone and Fax Numbers Date
WA Dept. of Ecology/NWRO/(425)649-7000
fax (425)649-7098

ANNOUNCED Inspection

WA Department of Ecology SEAHEL IRON AND METAL CORPORATION inspected 13/07/12 by Ed Abbasi P.2.
Page 2 of 5



6/5/2009 Inspection Report NPDES#WA-003196-8

Appendix E Compliance Inspection Report Form

INSTRUCTIONS

Section A: National Date System coding (i.e, PCS)

Column 1: Transaction Code. Use N, C, or D for New change or Delete. All inspections will be new unless there is an error in the data entered.

Columns 3-11: NPDES Permit No. Enter the facility’s NPDES permit number. (Use the Remarks columns to record State permit number, if necessary.)

Columns 12-17: Inspection Date. Insert the date entry was made into the facility. Use the year/month/day format (e.g., 94/06/30 = June 30, 1994).

Column 18: Inspection Type. Use one of the codes listed below to describe the type of inspection:

A Performance Audit L Enforcement case Support 2 IU Sampling Inspection
B compliance Biomonitoring M Multimedia 3 lU Non-Sampling Inspection
c compliance Evaluation (non- P Pretreatment compliance Inspection 4 IU Toxics Inspection

sampling)
D Diagnostic R Reconnaissance 5 lU Sampling Inspection with Pretreatment
E Corps of Engineers Inspection S compliance Sampling 6 IU Non-Sampling Inspection with

pretreatment
F Pretreatment Follow-up U IU Inspection with Pretreatment Audit 7 IU Toxics with Pretreatment
G Pretreatment Audit X Toxics Inspection
I Industrial User(IU) Inspection Z Sludge

Column 19: Inspector Code, Use one of the codes listed below to describe the /ead agency in the inspection.
C - Contractor or Other Inspectors (Specify in Remarks Columns) N - NEIC Inspectors
E - Corps of Engineers R - EPA Regional Inspector
J - Joint EPNState Inspectors - EPA Lead S - State Inspector

T - Joint State/EPA Inspectors - State Lead

Column 20: Facility Type. Use of one of the codes below to describe the facility.
1 - Municipal. Publicly Owned Treatment Works (POTWs) with 1987 Standard Industrial Code (SIC) 4952.
2- Industrial. Other than municipal, agricultural, and Federal facilities.
3- Agricultural. Facilities classified with 1987 SIC 0111 to 0971.
4- Federal. Facilities identified as Federal by the EPA Regional Office

Columns 21-66: Remarks. These columns are reserved for remarks at the discretion of the Region.

Columns 67-69: Inspection Work Days. Estimate the total work effort (to the nearest 0.1 work day), up to 99.9 days, that were used to complete the
inspection and submit a QA reviewed report of findings. This estimate includes the accumulative effort of all participating inspectors; any effort for laboratory
analyses, testing, and remote sensing; and the billed payroll time for travel and pre and post inspection preparation. This estimate does not require detailed
documentation.

Column 70: Facility Evaluation Rating. Use information gathered during the inspection (regardless of inspection type) to evaluate the quality of the
facility self-monitoring program. Grade the program using a scale of ito 5 with a score of 5 being used for very reliable self-monitoring programs, 3 being
satisfactory, and I being used for very unreliable programs.

Column 71: Biomonitoring Information. Enter C for static testing. Enter F for flow through testing. Enter N for no biomonitoring.

Column 72: Quality Assurance Data Inspection. Enter Q if the inspection was conducted as follow-upon quality assurance sample results. Enter N
otherwise.

Columns 73-80: These columns are reserved for regionally defined information.

Section B: Facility Data
This section is self-explanatory except for “Other Facility Data,” which may include new information not in the permit or PCS (e.g., new outfalls, names of
receiving waters, new ownership, and other updates to the record).

Section C: Areas Evaluated During Inspection
Check only those areas evaluated by marking the appropriate box. Use Section C and additional sheets as necessary. Support the findings, as necessary,
in a brief narrative report. Use the headings given on the report form (e.g., Permit, Records/Reports) when discussing the areas evaluated during the
inspection. The heading marked “Multimedia” may indicate medias such as CAA, RCRA, and TSCA. The heading marked “Other” may indicate activities
such as SPCC, BMPs, and concerns that are not covered elsewhere.

Section D: Summary of Findings/Comments
Briefly summarize the inspection findings. This summary should abstract the pertinent inspection findings, not replace the narrative report. Reference a list
of attachments, such as completed checklists taken from the NPDES Compliance Inspection Manuals and pretreatment guidance documents, including
effluent data when sampling has been done. Use extra sheets as necessary.

WA Department of Ecology SEATEL IRON AND METAL CORPORATION inspected 13/07/12 by Ed Abbasi P.E.
Page 3 of 5



6/5/200 9 Inspection Report NPDES # WA-003196-8

WA Department of Ecology SEAHEL IRON AND METAL CORPORATION inspected 13107/12 by Ed Abbasi P.2.
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NPDES # WA-003196-8

WA Department of Ecology SEAHEL IRON AND METAL CORPORATION inspected 13/07/12 by Ed Abbasi P.E.

6/5/2009 Inspection Report
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Field Notes on Investigation of white discharge at Seattle Iron & Metal
7-22-08

Received ERTS complaint #607 150 on 7-21-08 regarding a white foamy discharge to the
Duwamish River at Seattle Iron & Metal (SIM) that was taking place (approx 3 pm). The
complaint was referred to Seattle Public Utilities (SPU). I talked with Brian Robinson
from SPU at about 4:30 and he volunteered to contact the complainant to get more
information.

I made arrangements to meet with Brian (SPU) at SIM on S. Myrtle Street at 10:30 on
Tuesday July 22. I contacted Eric Paul, Assistant V.P. of Operations upon our arrival and
explained that we would need access to SIM to investigate the complaint. He said that
SIM had a discharge to the river from their treatment plant on the day in question. We
meet with Mr. Paul and looked at site drainage maps and discussed the treatment plant
discharge. We showed Mr. Paul the photos taken by the complainant from the river the
day of the discharge.

Mr. Paul got the plant operator to join the meeting and answer our questions. Apparently
he started up the treatment system around 2:30 pm to draw down the vault and gain
capacity. The system was run for about 2 hours and discharged approximately 20,000
gallons.

I requested that SIM submit an incident report to Ecology (Ed Abbasi) that addressed the
treatment operation and discharge. (why was the operation started when there has been no
rain for 2 ½ weeks, how much was treated, by who, what was the quality of the effluent,
were samples collected, was the operation “normal”, what could have caused the
excessive foaming at the river, what specific chemical additives tvent into the process on
the 2l, was the strong sulfur order in the treatment plant normal and any other
information that would be pertinent.

We then went to the treatment plant and there was a very strong rotten egg odor in the
building. The floor drains had some white residue around them. The DAF tanks were in
circulation mode and not discharging. Mr. Paul assured me that the floor drains in the
treatment plant building went to the sanitary sewer.

We then looked at the sand filters and followed the discharge line to the point where it
joins the city storm drain system from S. Garden Street. We looked at the discharge pipe
to the river with the rubber flapper gate. The dock area was in need of source control. I
saw maintenance being performed on a large dump truck on the dock. I would consider it
a permit violation to conduct or perform heavy equipment maintenance on the either one
of the docks.



a
Issues and Recommendations:

SIM must submit a written incident report to Ecology with all pertinent information
pertaining to the start up, operation and discharge of the treatment system on the
afternoon of July 21, within 5 days.

The site drainage map must be reviewed, verified and updated as necessary. The floor
drains in the treatment plant building must be included. As-builts for the vault, effluent
line and overflow lines must be also included.

Maintenance activity was observed on a large dump truck on the dock. The truck was
leaking fluid or fluid was spilled during maintenance. Equipment and vehicle
maintenance should be prohibited from the docks

All stormwater hitting either dock must be collected and routed to the on-site system. To
allow any stormwater to flow to the river from either dock is a violation and must be
prevented.

SIM should notify Ecology prior to the next treatment plant start up and discharge to
allow Ecology an opportunity to be present, observe the discharge and split samples with
SIM.

Track out of oil and metal particulates onto S. Myrtle Street could be seen. This loading
will flow to the Duwamish River via the city storm drain system that outfalls on the
riverbank at the west end of S. Myrtle. SIM must do a betterjob of minimizing track out
all and entrance/exits at the facility. Monitoring of the city storm storm drain system
down stream of SIM should be considered/required.

Maintenance logs of all storm drain system maintenance must be kept on site.


